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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.


	This manuscript is important for the healthcare community because it is trying to reduce the ambivalence of nurses with regard to wearable health devices. Identifying problems that hinder the use of wearable devices in the healthcare system, like usability issues, insufficient training, and ambiguity regarding organizational commitment. Developing appropriate solutions, according to the author's perspective, to enable the healthcare system so that wearable technology can be fully incorporated into nursing practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article 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.


	The abstract provides a clear overview of the study's background, methods, results, and conclusions. However, I suggest the following refinements to enhance its comprehensiveness, technical precision, and alignment with empirical research standards:

Clarify the types of wearable devices studied (e.g., smartwatches, biosensors) and their specific functionalities (e.g., real-time ECG monitoring, step tracking).

Mention the technical barriers explicitly (e.g., interoperability issues, data integration with EHRs, or algorithmic transparency).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates a solid foundation in scientific methodology and reporting.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites 10 references, primarily from 2021–2024, which is generally acceptable for recency in fast-evolving fields like wearable health tech. However, there are gaps in technical depth, seminal works, and interdisciplinary coverage (e.g., human-computer interaction, AI in healthcare). 

Duplicate citation (Garcia & Fernandez, 2022 appears as Refs #2 and #5).
	

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


	The manuscript is generally clear and readable, but it contains some grammatical issues, and stylistic issues that reduce its polish for high-impact scholarly communication. 

Strengths

1. Academic Tone:  

   - Uses formal language appropriate for research (e.g., "ambivalent," "interoperability," "descriptive-correlational design").  

2. Structure:  

   - Follows IMRaD (Introduction, Methods, Results, Discussion) effectively.  

3. Technical Terminology:  

   - Correctly employs terms like "biosensors," "workflow efficiency," and "Slovin’s Formula."  

Some weaknesses & Suggested Edits

Grammar & Syntax Errors

- Issue: Inconsistent verb tenses, article omissions ("the"), and subject-verb agreement.  

- Examples & Fixes:  

  - Original: "few nurses have faced obstacles in their acceptance of a wearable health devices"  

    Fix: "few nurses face obstacles in accepting wearable health devices" (Remove "a," correct tense).  

  - Original: "Though some centers support the acceptance of these gadgets, uncertainty remains concerning the scheduling of wearable technology within regular practice."  

    Fix: "Although some institutions support adopting these devices, uncertainty persists about integrating them into routine practice." (Replace colloquial "gadgets," clarify "scheduling").  

Recommendations for Improvement

Grammar/Clarity:

Replace passive voice with active voice where possible (e.g., "The survey was conducted by researchers" → "Researchers conducted the survey").

Consistency:

Standardize verb tenses (e.g., present tense for general truths, past tense for methods).

Academic Precision:

Replace vague phrases like "some assistance" with quantifiable terms (e.g., "limited institutional support").

Use transition phrases like "Furthermore," "Conversely," or "Notably" instead of "Also" or "But."
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a critical gap in wearable health technology adoption among nurses, an emerging area in digital health. Aligns with current trends in AI-driven healthcare and remote patient monitoring.
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