
1 
 

 

Response to Reviewer: 1 

 

Excellent paper and topic, an extremely important paper to those working in this area. 

We would like to thank the reviewer for the supportive feedback and insightful 

comments which greatly helped us to improve our manuscript!  

  

1) It may be useful to include details on the system with which interviews were co-

reviewed if they were for content.  

Thank you for this important comment. Given ethical restrictions we do not have 

permission to upload the transcripts of the forensic interviews to any system, 

therefore, the process of analysis was done manually. This is now clarified within 

the method section (p. 9).  

2)Similarly further evidence of dissociation perhaps during the rest of the interview 

could be reflected upon as the paper appears to focus mainly on dissociation during 

the descriptions of core detail. Though this could be a separate paper examining any 

patterns for children within their interviews or across the group of children who 

displayed different types of dissociation. For example were children who displayed 

certain types of dissociation more likely to dissociate compared to other children or 

more likely to display a pattern of dissociation within or across interviews. Future 

research perhaps. 

Thank you for such an inspiring idea. We integrated your suggestion within the 

discussion section in ideas for future research (p. 21) and will certainly put our 

efforts into examining this in our upcoming studies.  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Reviewer: 2 

 

You have cogently described a topic that needs attention and integration into child 

forensic interviewing.  

We would like to thank the reviewer for your supportive and valuable feedback 

to our manuscript!  

1) My only suggestion is that where you discuss limitations, you mention that, in 

addition to the small sample size, the sample was entirely female.  

Thank you for this important comment. We added it to the limitations of our 

study (p. 21).  

Thank you for this clearly written manuscript and thoughtful and important study.  

 

Reviewer: 3 
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This manuscript raises potentially significant concerns about the use of current 

forensic interview methodology with a subset of chronically/severely abuse victims. 

But, without more information about incidence rates of dissociative symptomology, it 

is impossible to know how serious our concern should be.  

We would like to thank the reviewer for your intensive efforts, and your 

supportive and valuable feedback that greatly helped us to improve our 

manuscript.  

1) It would be useful to know the size of the sample from which the subsample of 

42 was chosen. 

Thank you for this important comment. This information is now added in 

the description of the sample in the method section (p. 7).  

2) It would also be helpful to know the frequency of the four dissociative 

symptoms in the subsample.  Perhaps most helpful to the reader would be a 

table listing each study participant by age, then listing which of the 4 

dissociative symptoms, if any, each displayed. 

Thank you for this important idea. We added this information in the 

results section for each theme and how many children displayed it (pp. 9-

14). Unfortunately, we cannot create the table you offered as, given the 

strict ethical guidelines, we cannot include any identifying information 

about the children including their names, gender, ages and any directly 

related content information.  
3) In paragraph two of the Intro., the authors refer to " a special set of traits 

among children" that have a profound effect on their ability to retrieve and 

report their abuse experiences. The authors provide an obscure, unattainable 

reference- Bruck et al., 2007. It would be helpful for the authors to describe 

this set of traits and provide a better reference.  

Thank you for this important feedback. This sentence was revised in 

accordance with your feedback and the references were changed (p. 3).  
4) At this point, this manuscript presents an interesting and clearly written, 

descriptive study.  More information is needed about incidence rates to make 

an appraisal of its implications for current interview practice. This is 

potentially a very important study in our field. 

Thank you for your supportive feedback. We now better illustrate in the 

direction for future studies that should be done to advance future 

research in this area (p. 21).  

 

 

Response to Reviewer: 4 

 

This study examines peritraumatic and post traumatic dissociative symptoms 

in IFCSA cases. It is an important study that helps us understand how trauma 

symptomology is experienced at time of abuse and during the forensic 

interview.  

We would like to thank the reviewer for your intensive efforts and 

insightful feedback, which greatly helped us to improve our manuscript!  
 

1) Abstract: 

Some language could be improved for added clarity. For example, “The study 

delves into the display of dissociation in 42 forensic interviews with children” 

could be improved by stating that the study examines/identifies/assesses 
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symptoms of dissociation expressed in forensic interviews. Additionally, 

thematic analysis was used to identify key expressions of dissociation/ or 

something to this effect.  

Thank you for this important feedback. We revised the abstract for 

clarification in accordance to your feedback.  

 

2) Intro 

It seems that this sentence more strongly relates to the purpose of the project 

by using “by” rather than “while”: “The current study was designed to further 

enhance the understanding of abused children in the forensic context while 

spotlighting the display of dissociation during the forensic interviews.” 

Thank you, we revised it according to your suggestion (p. 2). 
 

This beginning of the last sentence in the paragraph - Taken from trauma 

studies, - is not clear. I’m not sure what is meant by this.  

Thank you. We revised this sentence for clarity (p. 2).  
 

P4: “. . . CSA is an essential component within the etiology of dissociative 

symptoms and disorders during adulthood (Hartt & Waller, 2002; Swannell et 

al., 2012; Thomas, 2005; Vonderlin et al., 2018).” It seems that the authors 

mean that CSA is commonly recognized as a critical event that is recognized 

in the etiology of dissociative symptoms and disorders in adults.  

Thank you for this important comment. We now revised this sentence (p. 

4).  
 

The section on dissociation is nicely written, covering both explanations and 

implications. Adding an explanation for why you are focusing on IFCSA 

rather than any CSA would also be helpful.  

Thank you for this supportive and valuable feedback. We added an 

explanation of the focus on IFCSA within the section of the current study 

rational (p. 6).  

 

3) Method 

Sample: It would be helpful to better understand how the authors chose to 

focus on this sample of children, specifically girls. Additionally, if there is 

some reason to focus on girls, the introduction should connect to this special 

consideration, perhaps how the majority of CSA cases often involve female 

children. Further, since the age range spans several developmental periods, 

I’m wondering if this was of interest to the authors or if the range reflects a 

convenience sample of those who were available. Additional information 

should also be given about the average age of children.  

Thank you for this important feedback we added the required age 

information to the method section (p. 7). As the majority of the interviews 

were with girls, we added this to the limitation section (p. 21). 
 

It sounds like there are videorecorded interviews that the authors may have 

watched but this is not clear. It also sounds like there were transcripts that 

were used. Were transcripts already available or was this part of the research 

process, that is, did the researchers or someone else transcribe the interviews? 

More information about the process of reviewing the forensic interviews is 
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needed including how many members watched these or read transcripts and 

how coding was done (by whom (how many of the researchers), following 

what approach (e.g. 2 researchers read the first 10 interviews, etc.), how were 

discrepancies resolved, what was the process of coming to consensus?).  

Thank you for this important comment. We revised the data analysis 

section in the method section to better address the important issues you 

raised. All of the transcripts were provided to the research team by the 

Service for Forensic Interviews in Israel (pp. 9-10).  
 

4) The 4 themes nicely illustrate aspects of dissociation experienced at the 

time of abuse and dissociation displayed during the forensic interview. The 

first three themes could be further elaborated upon. They seem incomplete. In 

the second theme related to Cinderella, I am wondering if older children 

displayed fantasy in a different way - feeling transported to another place - or 

if they did not have this fantasy experience during the abuse. This also makes 

me wonder about t he first theme and if all children reported a similar level of 

not feeling anything or if this was more commonly the older children. Lastly, 

did the authors consider if there were any differences in presentations of 

dissociation based on severity (either in level of sexual harm, frequency, or 

duration).  

Thank you for raising such important questions. We added the number of 

children who displayed each of the 4 themes during the forensic interview 

to the results section (pp. 11-13). In the current study, as we were limited 

by the sample, these questions could not be sufficiently investigated. We 

do hope to expand our future efforts in this field and to embrace the 

important direction you have suggested for exploration. These directions 

are now integrated in the section of future studies within the discussion 

(p. 21).  

 

5) The discussion is nicely written. It comprehensively considers each of the 

major findings relating these to previous literature and the need for additional 

research. In the Clinical and Policy Implications section, more information 

should be provided about what previous literature has already stated about 

implementing peri and posttraumatic reaction guidelines. This does not need 

to be long, but should state what how guidelines currently consider 

dissociative symptoms. In this section, if “first” is to be used, “second” should 

also appear somewhere to indicate that there are two (or more) major 

implications described. The authors may also want to discuss how difficulty 

recalling abuse can be supported by multi-session interviews. 

Thank you for these insightful comments. We now integrated your 

important ideas in the clinical and policy implications section (p. 20).  


