Dear author(s),

Thank you for the opportunity to read this manuscript. It was a very pleasant and fluid read. I do, however, have some comments on the text, the purpose of which is to improve the presentation of the research. Please don't take any of my remarks as rude, grandiose or true. I would just like you to consider them as reflections for the manuscript.
Title:
I only suggest that the acronym STAIR comes in brackets, with the full name described previously
Abstract:
I kindly ask you to review the APA 7th edition guidelines for the presentation of the abstract. This may make it clearer and help potential readers to identify the study.
keywords:
check that they are all included in an international base system.
Introduction:
It is concise and clear. I would suggest broadening the understanding of post-traumatic stress and its subjective and social impacts on war soldiers. In addition, data on the use of STAIR should be presented.
Methods:
I kindly suggest a return to the APA standards 7th edition. The type of research is not clear: is it experimental, pre-post intervention, with follow-up...? The description of the participants could be clearer in the text. 
There is no standard for describing the instruments used. I suggest one: name of the scale, acronym in brackets with authors' names and date of publication, number of items, whether they are measured by likert scales, if so, how it is configured, the dimensions and the internal consistency index for the dimensions and for the overall scale, if possible. 		
The description of the procedure of how the process of translation and verification of evidence of the content of the intervention were not clear. However, it was not impossible to understand how this tool was developed (rational), applied and how the procedure would be reformulated based on the understanding of the therapist(s) and participants. Another observation: it should have been explained that the AIM and FIM would only be answered by participants who were included in the follow-up sessions.
Data analysis should consider, if qualitative, the categories of observations made by the therapist(s) and participants and then counted in terms of frequency. In addition, it would be necessary to say whether both therapist and participant would agree to changes in the procedure, should they be necessary. These agreements could have been calculated by kappa.
The data could also have been evaluated quantitatively, using tools such as Wilcoxon and Pearson's r effect size. 
Special attention should be paid to the figures in the graphs. Please see APA 7th edition guidelines. Also include notes to facilitate understanding of the figure.
In this way, I suggest a clearer way of presenting the results. The reading in this part really differs from the other parts of the text, making it confusing at times.
Discussion:
A more extensive analysis of the literature on the findings was not contemplated. The subdivision of this section is fine, but the support from the literature needs to be better presented and argued.
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