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1. Round 1 

1.1. Reviewer 1 

Reviewer: The work is good and fine according to its theorical framework and methodology but you should consider and 
revise the comments below. Publication definitely requires these revisions. 

 
Reviewer: Discuss the effectiveness of each therapy method in the introduction. Use up-to-date references. 
Response: Checked and revised. 
 
Reviewer: Provide references for your instruments. 
Response: Checked and revised. 
 
Reviewer: What is your data analysis method? You mentioned contradictory in the methodology part and abstract. 
Response: Checked and revised. 
 
Reviewer: Use references for your arguments in the discussion section. 
Response: Checked and revised. 
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Reviewer: Authors’ contribution? 
Response: Checked and revised. 

1.2. Reviewer 2 

Reviewer: Indeed, you have done a great job and I endorse publication. However, a minor revision should be done before 
publication. 

 
Reviewer: Your literature review is weak. 
Response: Checked and revised. 
 
Reviewer: Correct the data analysis method according to your table in the findings and results. 
Response: Checked and revised. 
 
Reviewer: This is inconsistent with the table below. 
Response: Checked and revised. 
 
Reviewer: Your discussion should have more recent references.  
Response: Checked and revised. 
 
Reviewer: Compare your results with previous findings. 
Response: Checked and revised. 
 
Reviewer: Correct table numbering and the numbers in the description of tables. 
Response: Checked and revised. 
 

2. Revised 

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