Review Form 3


	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Nursing and Health

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRNH_139338

	Title of the Manuscript:
	Self-management practices among diabetic patients: A concept Analysis

	Type of the Article
	



	PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	The focus of this article seems obsolete as we are currently in the post pandemic era, but the author still focusing on pandemic. The methodology is also unclear and need to detail out the process of this concepts analysis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Fine no issue
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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 contains key points but lacks clarity:
· Improve grammar (very important) Please proofread the article and the overall writing style need to be improved.
· Include clearer methods (mention the name), findings, and conclusion in structured form (Background, Aim, Methods, Results, Conclusion).
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The use of Walker and Avant’s eight-step concept analysis framework is appropriate. But it can improve in term of the detail of method to conduct the concept analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Few of the references are outdated please use article 5 years or less. And some error in-text citation format.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Recommend full professional proofreading. The writing style is not up to standard.
	

	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments]Optional/General comments
	Rewrite and separate the results and discussion section. The results section can be written by using the 8 steps framework. This will help the reader understand the flow of this paper.

Add some image/flowchart/table to improve the clarity of the article.
Need major revision in term of methods and writing style
	




	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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


	





Reviewer details:

[bookmark: _Hlk202282117][bookmark: _GoBack]Noraishah Mohamed Nor, IIUM, Malaysia
Created by: DR
Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

