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	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


	Thank you for sending me the manuscript for the review. Some points are mentioned below that could improve the overall quality of the manuscript.

1. Please include how the sample size is calculated. As the participant turnover rate is very high in this research.

2. IEC clearance number has to be mentioned as human participants are involved in the study.

3. Please mention how the data were collected from the nurses.

4. Data collection instrument to be written correctly.

5. Please go through the author instructions about the preparation of the manuscript.

6. Since nurses are the participants in your research, explain how you controlled the data quality.

7. Kindly mention whether or not any pilot study has been done before.

8. Limitation has to be included after the conclusion. But in your manuscript, limitation can be seen in the methodology section itself.

9. The demographic variable should be mentioned in tabular format with frequency and percentage.

10. Please mention the objectives of this study.

11. The table's explanations were poorly written.

12. All the tables have to be restructured properly for the better understanding of the readers.

13. Table 2 content is not properly understandable for what authors try to put.

14. All the references are very old. Therefore, I suggest the author restructure the content by referring to recently published articles.

15. Grammatical mistakes to be corrected.

Finally, the structure of the manuscript preparation is very poor. Kindly refer to the authors instruction page for better understanding.
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