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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments The paper is interesting. However, the authors need to proceed to substantial revisions. Thank you for your comments. We have tried to improve the manuscript and

incorporated the answers of your query.
Abstract

For a better understanding, the authors need to clarify: Which is the purpose of this paper?
This is a literature review, a review paper or a Minireviews
Do you need include Keywords

Introduction
The authors should improve the state of the art of the topic in the literature review section.
It would be good to add a major number of references.

Replace “The author also talks about how ACT could ...” for The authors ...
Replace Whiting, et al. give for Whiting, et al. (2017) give ...
Eliminated reference “...in following a severe TBI. (Whiting, et al, 2017)”

Check your References (List) to comply with the journal style.

See the paper Faith Patterson and A. Staton (2009) Adult-Acquired Traumatic Brain Injury:
Existential Implications and Clinical Considerations. Journal of Mental Health Counseling:
April 2009, Vol. 31, No. 2, pp. 149-163.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Article should be revised according to the comments above.
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