EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	The decision was based on the need to correspond to reviewers’ comments: authors should add:

1. a more robust conceptual model;  
2. the justification of the sample adequacy and a better socio-demographic characterization of participants
3. the instrument description – which may be aligned with the conceptual model
4. more robust methodologies for data analysis (e.g., comparative, regression analysis)

	1. Thank you for the thoughtful comment. The authors did not incorporate conceptual model since the study relies mainly on descriptive statistics. The main purpose is to discuss the levels of involvement, gender roles, and awareness of the respondents. Since the study does not employ test relationship between variables, a conceptual model was not essential in order to meet the research objectives. Therefore, the authors focused on describing the respondents’ experiences as accurately and meaningfully as possible. This was explained in the methodology section.
2. Thank you for the thoughtful comment. Authors incorporated the comment in the methodology section by providing a justification for the small sample size.

3.Thank you for the thoughtful comment. Authors clarified in the methodology section how the instrument was used and elaborate why a conceptual framework was not included in the study.

4.Thank you for the thoughtful comment. The  methodology  section has been updated  to better explain the approach to data analysis used for the study.
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