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	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
This	study	is	good	in	the	treatment	approach	and	assessment	approach	because	the
assessment	method	in	this	study	is	in	the	functional	position	of	the	lumbar	spine.	The
manuscript	is	acceptable	as	scientific	view	and	after	minor	edition	in	abstract	and
references	would	be	ready	for	publication:	
-	The	abstract	should	summarize	especially	in	the	method	section.	
-	All	references	should	prepare	based	on	journal	style.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
The	manuscript	with	ID:	112262	and	title:	“The	changes	of	motor	control	strategies	in	non-
specific	chronic	low	back	pain	during	spinal	manipulation	and	muscle	energy	techniques:	A
beta-band	intermuscular	pair-wise	coherence	analysis”	is	an	original	article.	

20	Jan	2021

23	Jan	2021
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The	manuscript	has	clarity	of	writing,	no	grammatical	errors,	and	a	good	classification	and
presentation	of	the	required	sections.	The	objectives	and	hypotheses	of	the	research	are
clear.	The	research	method,	interventions,	and	grouping	of	the	participants	have	been
presented	well.	Results	have	been	presented	according	to	the	objectives	and	statistical
analyses.	Tables	are	configured	appropriately.	The	findings	of	the	research	have	been
interpreted	in	a	logical	manner	in	the	discussion	section.	
It	seems	that	the	current	manuscript	is	well	designed	for	publication	in	the	Journal	of
Archives	of	Neuroscience.	
Sincerely

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC	
Based	on	the	authors'	answers	to	the	reviewers'	comments,	the	reviewer(s)	have
recommended	publication.	
Kind	regards.	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	Author,	
The	document	is	reviewed	carefully	by	the	reviewers.	According	to	their	comments	and	your
revisions	as	requested,	this	manuscript	is	accepted.	
Thanks.	

23	Jan	2021
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