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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

  

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
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Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Comments  
 
1. The paper provides a thorough and well-structured review of the psychological impacts of 
infertility on couples, covering a broad spectrum of emotional and relational aspects. This 
comprehensive approach offers valuable insights into how infertility affects both partners and the role of 
various support systems. 
2. The paper acknowledges and explores gender differences in emotional responses and coping 
strategies. This nuanced approach adds depth to the analysis and reflects current understanding of 
how infertility impacts men and women differently. 
3. The review identifies several important areas for future research, such as the long-term 
psychological impacts of infertility and the effectiveness of online support groups. This forward-looking 
approach provides a valuable framework for further investigation. 
4. While the review discusses emotional and relational impacts, it could benefit from a deeper 
exploration of the specific mechanisms through which infertility affects psychological well-being. 
Detailed pathways linking infertility to mental health outcomes would enhance the understanding of 
these effects. 
5. The discussion on cultural and social context is valuable, but the review would be strengthened 
by including more specific examples or case studies from various cultural backgrounds. This would 
provide a more nuanced understanding of how cultural differences influence the experience and 
management of infertility. 
6. The review does not adequately address the limitations of the included studies. A more critical 
assessment of potential biases, methodological limitations, and the generalizability of the findings 
would improve the review’s credibility and transparency. 
7. While the review discusses various psychological interventions, it could benefit from a more 
detailed evaluation of their effectiveness. A comparative analysis of different intervention types, 
including their relative efficacy and applicability to different populations, would provide more actionable 
insights for practitioners and researchers. 
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