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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This paper is so important on understanding the relevance of non-drug treatments in improving cancer care. With the growing utilization of non-invasive and non-pharmacological interventions and professionals in cancer care, this paper contributes to highlighting the extent of evidence and limitations of MBIs in CRF management. The specificity on CRF is a milestone on managing one of the patient complaints that is usually given less attention by conventional treatments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract, which should highlight the key components of the manuscript lacks this component. It doesn’t highlight clearly what mindfulness-based therapies that are considered in this abstract. The abstracts also confuse on whether the paper considers CRF during treatment or after treatment. In the conclusion of the abstract, it brings out a lot of confidence on CAM interventions in managing CRF, rather than the need to integrate it in conventional treatments. The same way it was highlighted in the conclusion should be the same way it is brought up in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is fair although there should be some improvement on the structuring. In the section for the aim and objectives, I see a lot of information that isn’t related to the aims. This is irrelevant information that could maybe be put in the introduction if it necessarily must be in this paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are within the time period that is mentioned in the methodology. However, there are several sentences and scientific evidence on MBI suggested by the author that aren’t referenced. In addition, there are sentences that state, “studies” and in the refence, they only cite one reference. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	There are few grammar problems which should be cross checked.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There is need for being specific and focused on the topic during your writing. There is a lot of information on MBIs but less on their relevance in cancer management. You are knowledgeable on the topic of MBIs but regarding this paper, limit your writing to its relevance to CRF management. In addition, everything should be backed with evidence (Reference). 
There is also need to clearly define MBIs and which ones are we talking about in this paper. There are many MBIs and this paper should highlight which one does what. For example, if yoga improves respiration and alleviates anxiety, it can’t be the same as meditation because they are different. Support all that with evidence. 

Regarding Figures (FIG 1), let it be used to clearly define CRF as stated in the text. Instead, it is showing the various contributors to CRF rather than indicating how CRF is limiting activity and participation
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