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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should
write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

It is recommended to revise the structure of the contribution (The introduction is very long and could be
divided into subsections, which would increase the readability of the contribution)

. A linguistic and grammatic revision is strongly recommended,

. A gender-appropriate spelling is recommended to be revised in places where a gender assignment is not
permitted.

. The national context is presented relatively late in Chapter 2 Environment. It is recommended to insert this
in the introduction, at least to some extent.

o Especially in the case of general statements, such as in the introduction, it is strongly recommended to

back them up with the help of quotations. This would also strengthen the number of references and the
framework of the work.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

The article begins with the abstract, which summarizes the most important information about the presented article.
The objective, the study design, location and duration of the study, methodology, results and output are discussed.
The introduction begins with statements that can be evaluated as subjective to the reader. It is strongly recommended
to use literature and citations to adapt the contribution to scientific standards. Because in the European context there
are cases in which there is a conscious decision for children with disabilities that result from prenatal diagnostics.
Therefore, the substantiation of these statements is very important. Your own assumptions are presented. The state
of research is presented using selected studies. Why these studies are consulted remains open and should be
presented more systematically. The research focus with corresponding questions and hypotheses are brought into
focus in the corresponding chapter. The Material and Methods chapter contains the research design, the national
context (which could be named as such for readability), participants, sampling design instrument, data gathering
procedures and statistical treatment of data.

The third chapter is devoted to the results and discussion. With the help of Table 1, the presentation of the results is
comprehensible in this context. In the sub-item "Attitudes of parents of children with special needs", the national
context should be presented in more depth in order to be able to understand the statements made there. The most
important results are summarized in the conclusion. In the recommendations, the why would have to be explained in
more detail in order to be able to understand them.

The investigation is certainly an important one for the national context and would gain strength through the revision of
the recommendations in order to set in motion the required conclusions seriously at the political level.
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