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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.


	Given the increasing workload and burnout in healthcare settings, understanding the psychological factors that contribute to improving service quality and promoting organizational health is of significant importance to the scientific community. The paper's focus on systematic evidence also strengthens its applicability in human resource policymaking in the healthcare sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate. 

A slight refinement could be:

 'The Impact of Nurses’ Emotional Intelligence on Job Satisfaction and Patient Outcome: A Systematic Review' for better clarity.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive, covering the background, aim, method, and findings. However, it could benefit from summarizing the results more concisely and incorporating some quantitative indicators.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is sound in terms of scientific structure and methodology. The use of PRISMA and the JBI tool for assessing the quality of sources is done correctly. However, there is sometimes dispersion in the discussions and there is a need for more focus on critical comparison of the findings.
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	Yes, most of the sources are from 2011 to 2023 and up-to-date articles were used. For further reinforcement, sources of similar meta-analyses can also be added.
	

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


	The language of the article is generally acceptable, but some parts of it need editing in terms of grammar and structure. It is recommended that it be reviewed by a native-language editor before final publication.
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	Consider reducing redundancy in the discussion and summarizing key findings in a visual form (e.g., table or chart). The conclusion should be more tightly aligned with the results.
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