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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 review summarizes recent evidence (mainly 2022-2024) showing that resilience, social support, coping styles and cultural factors have a markked effect on recovery of function, participation and quality of life after brain injury and other neurological disorders. By highlighting psycho-social determinants, this article helps shift neurorehabilitation practice from a purely biomedical model to an evidence-based biopsychosocial approach-in line with the recommendations of the WHO and many professional associations. As rehabilitation services still often lack psychological and social interventioons, such a synthesis can guide clinicians, service managers, and policy makers to design more holistic services. Therefore, this manuscript closes a practical knowledge gap and may trigger implementation studies and further mechanistic research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Current title: “The Crucial Role of Psycho-Social Factors in Neurorehabilitation: A Comprehensive Perspective.”
The title is clear but general and does not emphasize that this is a narrative/critical review. A more specific alternative:
“Psycho-Social Determinants of Neurorehabilitation Outcomes: A Narrative Review and Practice Framework.”
	

	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 covered the main domains (psychological, social, cultural, ethical, measurement, clinical implications) but was too long, repetitive, and did not include the literature search method. Suggestion:
· Add one sentence mentioning the typee of review (narrative, scoping, or systematic), databases searched, and year range.
· Briefly add the main inclusion/exclusion criteria.
· Condense repetitive sentences to ≤ 250-300 words in length.
· Delete or merge the concluding sentence about “future research” to avoid redundancy.
Note: the strength of this paper is that it discusses medical/physical cases but analyzes the impact on psychosocial aspects so that the analysis can be more comprehensive.
Note: in linking with biopsychosocial theory, in addition to environmental influences as mentioned above, links or networks with the source system that can affect it should also be considered as suggested by Turner.
Note: 
Analysis of social factors is also quite comprehensive as long as the client's relationship with the environment is a concern. CBT as an intervention technique is the right step only in its implementation, please pay attention to the physical / medical factors that have been resolved first, then the cognitive techniques used in CBT also pay attention to the client's physical condition. As for my behavioral technique, it can be a continuous change until it reaches conditioning.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Conceptually, the mmanuscript aligns with contemporary biopsychosocial theories. Major weaknesses are methodological: (1) no description of literature search, screening, or quality assessment; (2) no assessment of strength of evidence; (3) some overgeneralizations (e.g. changes in cortisol directly associated with “improved immune function”). The addition of a review methods section and refinement of causal language would improve scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References is quite a lot (± 80) and >50% published 2022-2024, is adequate. Suggested additions:
· WHO. (2023). Global Framework on People‑Centred Rehabilitation.
· Pollock A. et al. (2023). “Psychological interventions for people with stroke.” Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews.
· Røe C. et al. (2024). “International guidelines for community reintegration after brain injury.” Archives of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation.

	

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

	
Generally understandable, but many sentences are long, scientific language editing is recommended to improve clarity, grammar, and consistency of academic style.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript holds high relevance as it carries a current biopsychosocial approach supported by up-to-date literature. To strengthen scientific rigor, the authors should add a Methods section that explains the process of searching, selecting and assessing evidence. The abstract and body of the manuscript should be summarized, terms made consistent, and long sentences split for easier reading. In addition to professional English editing, the title should be changed to directly indicate that the article is a review. Finally, adding concise tables or figures and references to the latest international guidelines can increase the practical value for clinicians.

	



	PART  2: 


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

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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