Response to Reviewer 3 Comments

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank You Your positive evaluation of our work.
We try to give answers to Your review.

Point 1: There are significant grammatical issues throughout the paper (e.g. incomplete/incorrect sentence structure) which made it very hard to follow. 
Response 1:
We apologize for the grammatical issues. We have tried to correct them, and we will also use the MDPI editing service.

Point 2: 
Abstract
overall, too long. Try to limit to 250-300 words. It needs to be catchy and entice the reader to continue reading the whole manuscript Rationale  for the study is not clear – summarize in 1 sentence what has already been done on this topic and why is your study important Need to write in clear and full sentences e.g. “The aim of this study was to identify facilitators to participation among young adults with cerebral palsy (CP) in the context of transition to adult life” Summarize top 3-5 findings – way too many reported in abstract
[bookmark: _Hlk22412963]Response 2:
We have shortened the abstract to 243 words and tried to make it clearer.

Point 3:
Introduction
More detail needed here Need more robust evaluation of the literature in this area building to a clear rationale for why this study is important and fills a clear gap It is not clear what is meant by “therefore, much emphasis has now been put on transition process to adult life and participation” What is the transition process you are referring to? Transition from pediatric to adult care? Developmental transition to adulthood? Etc
Response 3:
We are referring to developmental transition from adolescence to adult life.
The gap that we find we are filling is the following:
This study important as being the first one that does not come from Western Europe but form post-Soviet country. And to our knowledge – the only one that analyses the transition theme for young adults with cerebral palsy in Eastern Europe. We believe that the identification of specific situation in concrete region is essential for development of an effective and purposeful rehabilitation programs and that findings of this research is important for countries of our region.

Point 4:
Methods
Consider making it easier for the reader by using subheadings – e.g. study design, setting, population, questionnaires, statistical analyses etc.
Results – many statistical tests were done. Clearly indicate what the primary outcome was and the secondary ones as well. The rationale for this should be described in the introduction.
Response 4:
We added the subheadings. 
The outcomes that we use level of disability, age and level of gross motor function are thought to be one the basic information that is needed when starting an analysis of persons with CP in context of transition. This we found in previous studies. And we found it important to study in our population. The description of statistical tests and the data analysis is descried in section Statistical Analysis.

Point 5:
Discussion 
Although this is the strongest section of the paper, it needs to be made more concise. The differences you describe are between minors (16-17 years) and adults (18-21 years) – however, there is not much difference between a 17 year old and 18 year old. Please describe what you mean by “although it might seem obvious” as I would disagree that it is not obvious given the minor age category you used.  
Response 5: 
We do agree that the age category is minor, but by the age 18 years individuals obtain almost full legal rights and more life opportunities, therefore we used such an expression and conducted a deeper analysis.

We must apologize for the many new data in the new version, as Reviewer 4 found a methodological mistake with RTP data scoring.

We highly respect your work with reviewing our research.
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Sincerely, 
Zane Rožkalne
Maksims Mukāns
Anita Vētra 
