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Version 0:
Reviewer comments:
Reviewer #1

(Remarks to the Author)

I have previously reviewed this manuscript at Nature Communications, and the authors have provided a direct and detailed
response letter. | am delighted to see that all my concerns have been addressed. In my view, the manuscript is strongly
improved, easier to read and understand, and will make an important contribution to the literature.

Reviewer #2

(Remarks to the Author)
The authors have adequately responded to my comments.
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Response to Reviewers

Dear Editor,
We sincerely thank you and the reviewers for your careful consideration of our revised manuscript,
“Stimulation Uncertainty Reveals Distinct Mechanisms of Sensation Seeking and Impulsivity.”

We are grateful that both reviewers found that their previous concerns had been adequately ad-
dressed. We especially appreciate Reviewer #1’s positive assessment that the manuscript has been
substantially improved and that it makes an important contribution to the literature.

We again thank the Editor and Reviewers for their time, thoughtful feedback, and constructive
guidance throughout the review process.

Sincerely,

Ern Wong, Tobias U. Hauser, Aswath Chandrasekaran, Pietro Pietrini, & Charley M. Wu
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