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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.
	This manuscript is of significant importance to the scientific community as it highlights the relationship between stress management strategies and counterproductive work behaviors (CWB) among nurses, a critical issue in the healthcare industry. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is quite clear and descriptive
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive, providing a clear overview of the study’s focus, methodology, and key findings. However, there are a few areas where it could be enhanced for clarity and completeness. 

1. The author is requested to clarify the research gap 
2. Should specify the findings
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in its approach, methodology, and presentation
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript appear to be comprehensive, covering key studies on stress, counterproductive work behaviors (CWB), and nursing.
While several references are from reputable sources and provide solid background (e.g., Spector & Fox, 2005; Maslach et al., 2001), the manuscript could benefit from more recent studies such as 
1. https://www.britishjournalofnursing.com/content/professional/understanding-burnout-in-nurses-identification-and-coping-strategies
2. https://journalajrnh.com/index.php/AJRNH/article/view/135/266
	

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


	There are a few areas where the writing could be refined for better flow, clarity, and formal scholarly communication.
1. Some sentences are lengthy or complex, which could make them harder to follow. Breaking down longer sentences into shorter, more concise ones would improve readability.
2. There are a few minor grammatical errors that can be corrected for smoother flow.

3. Adding phrases like “Furthermore” “In addition” or “On the other hand” to connect related ideas or findings.
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