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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.


	The study proved the competence of ICU nurses in terms of providing safer quality care as well as collaborating with other health practitioners to improve patient care in the ICU.

The study also exposed some of the flaws of the nurses working in the ICU and recommended some ways to improve it. 

The study hammers the relevance of enhancing the professionalism and competences of health staffs particularly nurses through continuous professional development and hospital based skills training.

The study opens a big discussion and the need for a general research particularly a mixed method study on competence level of ICU nurses in general in the Philippines as well as across other nations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title 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 is comprehensive and precise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and recent.
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript used simple and comprehensive English.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is a very insightful one. However the tables showing the results of the analysis were not cited. For instance, tables could have been cited at the end of each table as ‘field study, 2025’. 
Also, the methodology section and abstract did not state if the study was a qualitative or quantitative until further reading which showed study was a quantitative study. 

Author can work on the above to give reads the best clue from the beginning. 
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