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1. Round 1 

1.1. Reviewer 1 

Reviewer:  
 
On page 5, the authors discuss using structural equation modeling (SEM) but do not specify which fit indices were 

considered to evaluate the model's fit. Please clarify which indices were used and provide threshold values for each to strengthen 
the methodology section. 

The literature review could benefit from a more comprehensive analysis of previous studies linking self-efficacy and 
emotional regulation, particularly in chronic disease contexts other than MS, to bolster the argument for the model's 
applicability (p. 3). 

On page 6, the description of the purposive sampling method lacks details on how participants were selected within each 
region. Adding specifics will improve the reproducibility of the study. 

The paper could improve by providing a brief rationale for the choice of each psychological scale used (p. 7), particularly 
why these scales are appropriate for the MS patient population, which could differ significantly in psychological profiles from 
general populations. 

Some figures and tables are referenced in the text but are not clearly labeled or present within the document. Please ensure 
all figures and tables are correctly referenced and included. 
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The manuscript lacks discussion on the potential impact of non-responder bias, which is crucial for understanding the 
generalizability of the findings (p. 9). 

The conclusion section could be strengthened by discussing the implications of the research findings for clinical practice 
and future research, providing a clearer contribution to the existing body of knowledge (p. 11). 

 
Response: Revised and uploaded the manuscript. 
 

1.2. Reviewer 2 

Reviewer:  
 
Page 5 discusses SEM analysis without mentioning specific model fit indices like CMIN/DF, CFI, or RMSEA. Please 

specify these indices to enhance the transparency and reliability of the model evaluation. 
The manuscript does not address how missing data was handled during analysis. Detailing this would strengthen the 

research's methodological rigor (p. 5). 
While the scales used are well-recognized, their validation on the specific population of MS patients is not discussed (p. 7). 

Please provide evidence of this validation to ensure the reliability of the results. 
The discussion could be deepened by comparing the study's findings with those of similar studies in different cultural 

contexts or among different chronic illness populations to highlight unique or corroborative insights (p. 10). 
The criteria for including participants in the study need clearer definition. Details on the inclusion and exclusion criteria 

would help in understanding the study's population better (p. 6). 
It would be beneficial to include a more detailed explanation of the statistical techniques and rationales behind choosing 

specific models and tests, especially for readers who are not familiar with SEM (p. 5). 
The theoretical grounding of the study could be enhanced by discussing how the constructs of resilience and self-efficacy 

interact within the psychological model proposed, thereby providing a deeper theoretical contribution (p. 3). 
 
Response: Revised and uploaded the manuscript. 
 

2. Revised 

Editor’s decision after revisions: Accepted. 
Editor in Chief’s decision: Accepted. 
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