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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.


	The manuscript highlights the need for faculty members to be trained in research skills which in turn will in turn improve the innovative potentials of the institution. The manuscript identifies the specific research needs of institutions and could act as a call to action for institutions to train their faculty members on research skills. The manuscript can serve as a reference for institutions to direct their policy towards meeting the research needs of its faculty members. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable
	

	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.
	Yes, The manuscript followed the correct methodology and is therefore considered scientifically correct
	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is  generally a good one, however there is a little inconsistency in data. In the abstract (line 3), the figure given for the representation from the college of Nursing and School of Midwifery was 23.6%. However, in ;Participants and Setting’, (second paragraph line 3) the figure was given for the same college of Nursing and School of Midwifery was 29.79%.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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