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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 addresses a critical and timely issue in global public health: achieving health equity. It highlights the indispensable, yet often under-explored, role of nurses as leaders, partners, and advocates in bridging care gaps for low-income populations. The qualitative findings provide valuable, ground-level insights into the practical strategies and challenges nurses face. This research is significant for nursing practice, policy development, and community health initiatives, offering a model for proactive, nurse-led interventions to reduce disparities
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable but contains minor grammatical issues. Suggested revision:

“Bridging the Gap in Disparities: The Role of Nurses in Promoting Healthcare Equity in Low-Income Communities”
	

	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 captures the study’s purpose, methods, results, and conclusion but suffers from grammatical errors and awkward phrasing (e.g., “health disparities has influence,” “nurses plays significant”). It should be revised for clarity, grammar, and flow. Additionally, it would benefit from briefly stating the implications or recommendations derived from the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its approach. The use of Husserl's descriptive phenomenology and Colaizzi's method is appropriate for the research aim. The described procedures for bracketing, data collection, and ensuring trustworthiness (credibility, dependability, etc.) follow established qualitative research standards. The findings are well-supported by participant quotes and linked to relevant literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but have notable issues. Several citations in the text (e.g., "Akcreman (2020)", "Hasmiler (2023)", "Kurt& Gurdogan (2023)") are not listed in the reference section. The reference "Heidegger's (Interpretive)..." seems misplaced in a Husserlian study. Some key references are from 2024 and 2025, which is excellent, but their integration must be accurate
	

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


	The language requires significant improvement for scholarly communication. There are numerous grammatical errors, subject-verb agreement issues ("disparities has"), awkward phrasing, and punctuation errors throughout the manuscript. Professional editing is strongly recommended to enhance clarity, readability, and academic tone
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a valuable study with a strong conceptual foundation. To enhance its quality, the authors should focus on three primary areas: rigorous language editing to improve clarity and academic tone, ensuring complete accuracy and consistency in all citations and references, and providing more precise methodological details in the abstract and methods section. Addressing these points will significantly strengthen this worthwhile contribution to the literature.
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