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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. 
 

- The manuscript presents a literature review of great scientific interest. The research aims are 
well-focused, the focus on clinical intervention aspects and coping strategies is very 
interesting. 

 

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

 

- Yes  

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. 

 

- The abstract is ok  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

- The introduction should be expanded with a comparison of the relevant topics in the field's 
literature. For example, regarding the study's objectives, what does the existing literature say? 

- The manuscript lacks a results section and moves directly to discussing the study variables as 
if they were part of the discussion. The authors should include a dedicated results section, 
detailing what the selected studies investigated and the statistical outcomes they obtained. 
Additionally, there is a missing section in the methods that should describe the methodological 
structure of the selected studies (cross-sectional? randomized controlled trial? observational 
study? cohort study? etc.). These results should then be discussed in the discussion section, 
expanding on what has already been written for each study variable. 

-  

 

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. 
 

- Excellent data extraction, excellent flow chart, and excellent table reporting studies on the type 
of psychological support. The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound good. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

- Even though the data extraction was conducted between 2014 and 2023, more recent 
references should be considered given the importance of the topic. For example, regarding the 
first aim of the review, there are studies that focus on the relational and emotional dimensions 
of the infertile couple, taking personality traits into account. (please reference: Burgio, S., 
Polizzi, C., Alesi, M., Perino, A., Cucinella, G., Kotlik, Y., Lopez, A., Vassiliadis, A., & Gullo, G. 
(2024). Personality Traits and Depression in Infertile Couples during the COVID-19. Journal of 
clinical medicine, 13(16), 4827. https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm13164827).  

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

Yes, English is accettable 
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PART  2:  

 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript 

and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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