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	PART  1: 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. A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The study of the relationship between attachment and emotional regulation in adults is significant. Exploring this connection deepens our understanding of adult emotional health and how unresolved attachment issues can manifest in emotional dysregulation.Understanding how attachment styles contribute to emotional regulation provides a framework for addressing these challenges therapeutically. Understanding these relationships can help in designing better workplace policies, improving leadership strategies, and fostering inclusive and supportive communities. In summary, this article offers insights for better practical applications across psychology, education, healthcare, and organizational settings.

	

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

	I would swap the positions of the two co-variables as per the aldult attachment proves impacts on emotional regulation. Alternative: THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEENADULT ATTACHMENT AND EMOTION REGULATION: A CORRELATIONAL STUDY
	

	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 appropriate. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Can you provide background theory for your hypothesis. For example, I would nominate self-determination theory (for relatedness). Providing a proper theoretical framework would strongly support the generalisabilityfor the finding outcomes.
About the measurement, the measure has been explicitly described. However, a more detailed justification should be provided (Correlation coefficient, Cronbach alpha, so on) 
In terms of computerising data, Can you explain why to choose Pearson( when two variables are normally distributed). 
Therefore, I would highly recommend a more detailed in scientific approach in the research design and more analysis in the result (regression).

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is recent and suitable. Other source should be about theoretical framework about the theory you base on. 
	

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

	

Academically appropriate.


	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	This section is more practically important than theoretically expanding. I would consistently highlight the importance of theoretical framework to develop the hypothesis. The research design could be more scientifically discussed with the reason for choosing the measures ( previous paper citation, cronbach alpha, inter-rater reliability, consistency and so on). The result, with confirmed correlation, further analysis should be conducted.  
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	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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