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c Original submission 1 comment 1Jul 2023

Referee1 Reviewer MAJOR REVISION  1]ul 2023

Thank you for your valuable study. My comments are written in the manuscript.
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Revision 1

AUTHORS' RESPONSE TO REVIEWERS

Authors' reply to reviewers

The next pages contain the authors' point-by-point reply to the comments of this
revision round, as submitted with the revised manuscript. It is published as the
authors wrote it.
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Response to reviewers

Dear respected editor-in-chief and reviewers

Thank so much for your valuable comments which have enriched our manuscript. The manuscript has

been revised accordingly and revisions highlighted in the manuscript.

Editor-in-Chief Comment
Please revise the manuscript according to the comments in the attached file and resubmit.

Response: Thanks for your comment. We revised according to the reviewer’s comment and highlighted
in manuscript file.

Reviewer #1 comments
-What is the mean of qualified caregivers?

Response: Thanks for your comment. We mean caregivers who met our inclusion criteria. We revised it
in the manuscript (line number 10 and 12). Also, we revised some words in lines 13 and 15.

-The number of extracted codes is a lot!

Response: Thanks for your comment. As you know, we do not have any restriction in extracted codes and
because of the extensiveness of our topic, we extracted these codes.

-Please insert reference 4 in the end of paragraph.

Response: Thanks for your comment. I revised it.

-Khanali mentioned this and then did this study, please insert more references about necessity of the study
-Please specify the necessity of your study more clearly?

Response: Thanks for your comment. I explain more about the necessity of the present study.

-In the abstract, qualified caregivers were written!

Response: Thanks for your comment. Our participants were 11 informal caregivers of children with
cancer (parents, sisters, aunts, grandmothers, and neighbors), 14 formal caregivers (nurses and doctors),
and 5 children with cancer. In abstract, we mean caregivers (formal and informal) who met our inclusion
criteria. We revised it in the abstract (line number 10 and 12).

-Why you used directed content analysis? How you used that method?

- Response: Thanks for your comment. As you know, directed content analysis aimed to develop and
expand a theoretical framework, because the existing knowledge related to the intended phenomenon was
not comprehensive and need further clarifications. We add these sentences in manuscript and inserted a
reference.
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Also, we explained about process of directed content analysis in table 1.

-What was the exclusion criteria?

Response: Thanks for your comment. We add exclusion criteria.

- How have you done these stages, please explain these stages.

- Response: Thanks for your comment. We explained it in table 1.

- Please check table 1 and 3. Theme and categories are not matched!

- Response: Thanks for your comment. I revised them (The table number changed as table 2 and 4).
- Please insert the number of participants

- Response: Thanks for your comment. I inserted number of participants at the end of all quotations in
result section.

- Table 1 and 3 are not equal?

Response: Thanks for your comment. I revised them (The table number changed as table 2 and 4).
- This is theme or category?

In the table 3 Psychological and psychiatric aspects of care was category!

Response: Thanks for your comment. I revised them (The table number changed as table 2 and 4).
- This theme is for all main categories? Please remove the lower cells.

Response: Thanks for your comment. Yes, this theme is for all main categories and I removed the lower
cells in table 4.
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e Revision 1 1comment - 15 Aug 2023

Maryam khoshbakht pishkhani Reviewer ACCEPT  15Aug2023

Thanks for the corrections made to the manuscript.
Good luck.
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Revision 2

AUTHORS' RESPONSE TO REVIEWERS

Authors' reply to reviewers

The next pages contain the authors' point-by-point reply to the comments of this
revision round, as submitted with the revised manuscript. It is published as the
authors wrote it.
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Response to reviewers

Dear respected editor-in-chief and reviewers

Thank so much for your valuable comments which have enriched our manuscript. The manuscript has

been revised accordingly and revisions highlighted in the manuscript.

Editor-in-Chief Comment
Please revise the manuscript according to the comments in the attached file and resubmit.

Response: Thanks for your comment. We revised according to the reviewer’s comment and highlighted
in manuscript file.

Reviewer #1 comments
-What is the mean of qualified caregivers?

Response: Thanks for your comment. We mean caregivers who met our inclusion criteria. We revised it
in the manuscript (line number 10 and 12). Also, we revised some words in lines 13 and 15.

-The number of extracted codes is a lot!

Response: Thanks for your comment. As you know, we do not have any restriction in extracted codes and
because of the extensiveness of our topic, we extracted these codes.

-Please insert reference 4 in the end of paragraph.

Response: Thanks for your comment. I revised it.

-Khanali mentioned this and then did this study, please insert more references about necessity of the study
-Please specify the necessity of your study more clearly?

Response: Thanks for your comment. I explain more about the necessity of the present study.

-In the abstract, qualified caregivers were written!

Response: Thanks for your comment. Our participants were 11 informal caregivers of children with
cancer (parents, sisters, aunts, grandmothers, and neighbors), 14 formal caregivers (nurses and doctors),
and 5 children with cancer. In abstract, we mean caregivers (formal and informal) who met our inclusion
criteria. We revised it in the abstract (line number 10 and 12).

-Why you used directed content analysis? How you used that method?

- Response: Thanks for your comment. As you know, directed content analysis aimed to develop and
expand a theoretical framework, because the existing knowledge related to the intended phenomenon was
not comprehensive and need further clarifications. We add these sentences in manuscript and inserted a
reference.
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Also, we explained about process of directed content analysis in table 1.

-What was the exclusion criteria?

Response: Thanks for your comment. We add exclusion criteria.

- How have you done these stages, please explain these stages.

- Response: Thanks for your comment. We explained it in table 1.

- Please check table 1 and 3. Theme and categories are not matched!

- Response: Thanks for your comment. I revised them (The table number changed as table 2 and 4).
- Please insert the number of participants

- Response: Thanks for your comment. I inserted number of participants at the end of all quotations in
result section.

- Table 1 and 3 are not equal?

Response: Thanks for your comment. I revised them (The table number changed as table 2 and 4).
- This is theme or category?

In the table 3 Psychological and psychiatric aspects of care was category!

Response: Thanks for your comment. I revised them (The table number changed as table 2 and 4).
- This theme is for all main categories? Please remove the lower cells.

Response: Thanks for your comment. Yes, this theme is for all main categories and I removed the lower
cells in table 4.
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e Revision 2 0 comments

No public comments in this round.
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