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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The paper was clearly written in most parts. Just a few comments to further improve the 
presentation of the paper: 

1. In the abstract, i) name the scales used to measure the outcomes, ii) irrespective 
of institutionalizations, can be written as……irrespective of settings, (similarly in the 
discussion, when comparing the settings). 

2. In the Introduction; the objectives in the last part of the introduction, should be 
written embedded in the last paragraph of the introduction in full text instead on in 
point forms. 

3. General comments: i) A few missing references in the introduction, methodology 
and discussion, ii) a few typo errors in the paper that need to be carefully checked.  
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