	Reviewer Comment 
	Response to Review 

	(1)/ Consistently use past tense when discussing completed works. There are still a few errors in the document
(a)/ Page 6 lines 11-15: Currently reads "Some teachers report that…" should read "Some teachers have reported that…." since referring to previously completed research. 
(b)/ Page 6 lines 15-18: Currently reads "However, other teachers report…." Should read "However, other teachers have reported…" since referring to previously completed research. 
(c)/ Page 14 lines 35-40: Current reads "This suggests that…." Should read "This suggested that…" since referring to findings of study. 
(d)/ Page 15 lines 20-22: Current reads "This highlights that…." Should read "This highlighted that…" since referring to findings of study. 
(e)/ Page 19 lines 35-39: Currently reads "This highlights that there are differences…" should read "This highlighted that there are differences…" as line refers to participants' comments/findings of study outlined in previous line. 

	We thank the reviewer for their comment and have amended these suggestions in the manuscript. 

	APA Citation Errors
 (1)/ See APA. When listing two items, commas are used to separate list items. When listing more than two items, semi-colons are used to separate listed items. The word "and" is typically then used before the last listed item. 
(a)/ Page 3 lines 44-48: Use semi-colons not commas to separate the three items in this list. 
(b)/ Page 12 lines 7-13: Use semi-colons not commas to separate the three items in this list. 
(c)/ Page 12 lines 13-26: Add word "and" before last listed item "… ease of implementing); and contextual codes…"
(d)/ Page 17 lines 48-52: Use comma to separate two items in list (i.e., "…(1) factors related to training modality, and (2) factors…."

	Thank you, these have now been amended. 

	(2)/ APA when to express numbers in numerals versus words (i.e., numbers that represent time are expressed in numerals such as "8-week period" versus "eight-week period." Error remains on page 22 lines 42-48. 

	This has now been changed. 

	(3)/ Use italics to emphasize key terms and phrases versus quotation marks. 
(a)/ Error remains on Page 14 line 28: 'buy-in'
(b)/ Error remains on Page 27 line 28: 'additional.' If word additional is a quote from participants, use double quotation marks. If this word is being emphasized, use italics. 

	a) & b) have now been amended. 

	(4)/ If the title of the article is the level 1 heading, then the Methods heading should be a level 2 heading (i.e., left justified, bold, key words capitalized) which means the following subheadings in the Methods section be level 3 headings.  Page 9 line 18 level 2 Methods title is not in bold. 

	Methods heading has now been bolded.  

	
(5)/ Appendix: Figure 1 is not correctly formatted.  Figure number and title should be on two separate lines, the title in italics, and no period at the end of the figure title
	This has now been amended 

	(6)/ If the title of the article is the level 1 heading, then the Findings and Discussion heading should be a level 2 heading, which means the following subheadings should be level 3 and level 4 headings. Errors remain on Page 18 line 7 and Page 20 line 31 with the level 4 headings being incorrectly formatted. Level 4 headings are indented, bold, ending with a period and then text begins on the same line and continues as a regular paragraph.

	The formatting for Level 4 headings has been adjusted as requested. 

	(7)/ Pages 27-33: There are still citation errors in reference list.
(a)/ Page 30 lines 35-40: Brown and Elliott (2015) still has incorrect capitalization in article title (i.e., capitalize first word after colon in title). 
(b)/ Page 30 lines 42-44: Bruhn and Hirsch (2017) still has incorrect capitalization in article title.  
(c)/ Page 30 lines 48-51: Cerit (2013) citation still has incorrect capitalization in article title.  
(d)/ Page 31 line 49 to Page 31 line 9: Fishman et al. citation still has incorrect capitalization in article title.  
	a) Amended.
b) We have amended to ensure that article title is no longer in title case.
c) We have amended to ensure that article title is no longer in title case.
d)  We have amended to ensure that article title is no longer in title case.

	Introduction and Associated Subsections 
1./ Previous Comment: Page 2 line 34, Page 7 line 32-46: Authors label this blinded intervention as "…a specific evidenced-based program…" If this program has only been used and reviewed by the authors who created it, since no other sources except blinded ones appear to have been cited in this article, is this intervention truly an evidence-based program if no replication or independent reliability and validity evidence from sources other than the authors has been collected on its use and outcomes and reported on in peer reviewed journals? Authors should instead consider framing the intervention as a promising or emerging practice.
 
Reviewing the authors' response, this point could be addressed by adding a brief statement the first time this program is referenced to be "evidence-based" to outline to the reader WHY it should be considered an evidence-based program. For example, Page 2 lines 46-49 currently reads "This study used a specific evidence-based program [blinded] as a case study to explore factors that enable successful scale up interventions." A statement could be added prior to this line to explain why this program is evidence-based, then lines 46-49 edited to follow this explanation. For example:  
"[blinded} program has been developed using theory and principles for evidenced-based practices in neurological music therapy and evaluated through randomised control trials with the results analysed using rigorous multi-level modelling quantitative analysis (see blinded citation). This study used [blinded] as a case study to explore factors that enable successful scale up interventions." 

	

We have now amended the sentence to read: [blinded] was developed using theory and principles for evidenced-based practices in neurological music therapy and has been found to be effective under controlled research conditions using randomized control trial designs (blinded citation; blinded citation).




	2./ Previous Comment: (14)/ Page 5 lines 27-34: Give specific examples to better illustrate points "…younger children benefiting from structured guidance…" and "…older adolescents often engage more effectively with adaptable, outcome-oriented approaches." 
The authors did not address this comment as it was grouped with another comment. What type(s) of "…structured guidance" do younger children benefit from? What type(s) of "…outcome-oriented approaches…" would help to engage older adolescents more effectively? 

	
We have now added the following. 
For example, for younger children, structured guidance might involve short, clearly sequenced activities with visual prompts, modelling by adults, and consistent routines that reduce ambiguity (e.g., step-by-step instructions for a game, guided practice in social skills, or songs and movement activities with predictable patterns; Nores et al., 2022). These approaches help scaffold their learning and provide a secure framework within which they can participate. In contrast, adolescents may respond better to approaches that give them agency and connect to meaningful outcomes—such as co-designing project goals, setting personal targets, engaging in problem-solving tasks, or being offered choices about how to demonstrate their learning—so that they feel a sense of ownership and relevance (Donovan, et al., 2025).  


	3./ Previous comment: (15)/ Page 5 lines 49-54: Give specific examples to better illustrate point "…such as resource allocations which support implementation." 
Authors indicated: We have now added in specific examples: 
 Higher leadership endorsement of an intervention may facilitate helpful behaviors such as resource allocations (e.g space, equipment) which support implementation However, these examples are not in tracked changes in the edited document (see Page 6 lines 41-44).

	Thank you, this has now been amended. 

	4./ Previous comment: (16)/ Page 5 lines 54-59: Be explicit what is meant by "…having sufficient resources and space to implement…" What number of resources or amount of space are considered "sufficient"?
Authors indicated: The research which is being referenced here is qualitative and therefore specific quantities of space and resources cannot be inferred. 
Yes, this comment is based on qualitative research. Give the context the participants in the study being referenced gave to indicate what would constitute "sufficient resources and spaces…". That is, the term "…sufficient…" is a relative term that depends on the context in which it is used.  What did "sufficient…" mean in these two studies?  

	We have now added the following: 

What can be considered sufficient will depend on the context of the intervention. For example, in a study of a compulsory group physical activity program, teachers reported that sufficient space and resources included access to a sports shed, oval, track, hall, sandpit, fitness centre, and hall and a range of sporting equipment (Usher, 2014)

		Methods
1./ Previous Comment: Page 9 lines 53-55: Clarify how recorded interviews were transcribed verbatim (i.e., authors transcribed? Virtual meeting program provided transcript checked by authors for accuracy?). Additionally, if followed Braun and Clarke's (2019) thematic analysis methods need to clarify if used reflexive thematic analysis. 
Authors responded: Thank you for the suggestion we have amended the following: 
The recorded interviews were transcribed verbatim by the first author, and transcripts were analyzed thematically using reflexive thematic analysis as outlined by Braun and Clarke (2019).
However, these wording changes are not in tracked changes in the edited document (see Page 11 lines 23-15).

	This has now been amended. 

	2./ Previous Comment: Page 10 lines 39-56: In listed items add the word "and" on line 51 before the last listed item "contextual codes."
Authors indicated: Amended. 
See APA feedback. This comment was not addressed. 

	This has now been amended. 



