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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The paper appears well written and its content is generally understood. The discussed 
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topic, namely a systematic review aiming at summarizing the results from studies 

investigating the relation between source-monitoring abilities and OCD symptoms may 

be considered of potential interest, especially for a better targeting of psychological 

interventions on this type of patients. The teaching point is practical. Methods and 

results were carefully described, as well as the presentation and the discussion of the 

selected studies. Tables and figures appear clear, exhaustive and helpful in better 

understanding the results and the discussion. Unfortunately, as acknowledged by the 

authors themselves in one of the final paragraphs of discussion, the paper suffers of 

several limitations. Despite being almost impossible to collect an adequate number of 

“homogeneous” studies and perform a perfect statistical correction, authors might want 

to consider mentioning also if such studies specified or not any possible gender 

differences and, in case, provide a brief comment on their possible role (i.e., does internal 

source-monitoring in OCD could possibly occur more often in women than in men? 

Could this difference be considered statistically significant?). Indeed, this should be just 

a brief mention or comment, no more than a paragraph. Similarly, authors may want to 

mention if any of the studies selected presented any finding on ethnic difference (i.e. 

Afro-americans vs. Asians?) As a final note, I would encourage the authors to correct 

minor grammar mistakes and minor formatting mistakes (i.e., reference 12, 13, 14 are 

sometimes reported in () and should be in [] instead). I believe this paper should be 

published after being revised and corrected from the authors. 
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