Response to Reviewers
Reviewer #2
1. The work was carried out at a good methodological level.
We appreciate the reviewer positive comments.
2. The results are beyond doubt thanks to well-conducted statistical analysis.
We appreciate the reviewer’s positive feedback.
3. The discussion of the results is interesting.
Thanks for the compliment on our work.
4. If the authors would comment on the achievements and novelty of their study compared to
Gomez-Hernandez et al. 2023. doi: 10.4103/jmss.jmss_184_21, this will improve the validity and

usability of their results.

The text below has been added in the Introduction (par. 4) and citation (13) has been added in the
Limitations section where fatigue is discussed:

“SE reduction has also been observed in pwMS who exhibit lower limb muscle fatigue [13]”
5. Too much abbreviation makes the abstract difficult to read.

In the revised version of the manuscript, we have minimised the number of acronyms yet
maintaining a maximum of 200 words.



