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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1-The research field and article issue is exciting.

BUT:

2-In Abstract section: The first sentence instead of ‘’acceptance, commitment’’should be ‘’acceptance and commitment’’ because of this is just single method and it is this research’s method

3-The English language is very poor. For example; in Purpose section: ‘’Alleviate’’ or ‘’improve’’ word is more appropriate fora depression and anxiety (generally these words used to for these psychological situations)

4-Method:Not cancer client .The suitable word is patients. ‘’Client’’ term doesn’t define for patients

5-Method:This sentences is wright: ‘’Beck’s depression Inventory and Beck Anxiety Inventory was used for data collection’’.I think to use short terms is wrong.

6-Method:The name of MBCT (Mindfulness-Based Cognitive Therapy) should write completely. This is a specific application that is used for method in this research.

7-The ‘’MBCT’’ term should been specified instead of ‘’mindfulness’’ term in the Title

8-A lot of sentences and paragraphs originate from references are very long.

9-In Introduction: The depression not only emotional disorder.It has cognitive aspects. So this definition is not enough.

10-When the Introduction is being investigated there are lots of wrongs in terms of meaning,  arragement and integrity.

13-Instead of ‘’momently awareness’’, the ‘’moment-by-moment awareness’’  and instead of unjudged the ‘’non-judgmentally’’ …..e.t.c. are more appropriate in terms of mindfulness terminology.

14-‘’CBT’’ term should define as ‘’Cognitive Behavioral Therapy’’.

15- I am not sure about effect size of a reference can positioned in Introduction section.

16-In Introduction some researches about Diabetes Mellitus, Epilepsy is not necessary because of this is a cancer article. The issue is spreading to different subjects from cancer.

17-The metod constitute MBCT. But very few knowledge about MBCT is in Introduction.There are lots of references MBCT+Cancer in the literatür. These could been offered.

18-Method can contain MBCT term.And how many cancer patiets are in each group?Which cancer types contains the research?

19-Not Beck Depression Questionare and Beck Anxiety Questionare:Inventory

20-The Intervention description is not enough:How did the intervention applied?Face-to-face ?Who applied the MBCT and ACT protocol?Experienced psychiatrist, MBCT lecturer e.t.c..

21-Statistic section is very long for this article. Shorter and clear statistic section is more suitable.

22-‘’Hypotesis sentences’’ is also in the inferential statistics. It inappropriate.

23-Subtitle of Results or Finding not positioned in the article except Abstract.

24-At the end of the Results there are some sentences which has to be in the Discussion section.

25-Discussion section is not sufficent in terms of content and references.
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