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	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 topic of compassionate mentorship among clinical teachers in fostering clinical proficiency in student nurses, particularly in this day and age, is covered in this paper. The location of patient care delivery. By highlighting the humanistic and supportive elements of clinical teaching, the study makes a significant contribution to nursing education research. This kind of insight is helpful to the nursing profession worldwide because compassion and mentorship are still necessary for closing the gap between academic knowledge and practical clinical skills. The publication contributes to the body of research on the impact of clinical instructors, emotional support, and secure learning environments, all of which are essential for the development of a professional identity and a patient safety culture among nursing students.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title clearly reflects the focus of the study and captures the main concept of compassionate mentoring and its influence on clinical competence.
Suggested minor revision: You may simplify to:“Mentoring with Compassion: The Role of Clinical Instructors in Developing Nursing Students’ Clinical Competence.”
	

	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 provides a clear summary of the study background, purpose, methods, results, and conclusion.
Suggested improvements: Refine grammar and sentence structure for readability (e.g., “students nurse” → “student nurses” & “Clinical instructor plays vital role” → “Clinical instructors play a vital role”), Add brief information about data analysis method (Colaizzi’s method) & Mention participant location (Philippines) to contextualize the findings.

The abstract is complete but should undergo minor language and structural revisions to improve academic readability and professional presentation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, overall it is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for a qualitative descriptive phenomenological study. The use of Colaizzi’s method ensures rigor and depth in thematic analysis.
Minor concerns: Clarify the research question in the introduction, Include a short explanation of data saturation and how it was confirmed & Discuss limitations (e.g., small sample size, online interview bias).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. Most sources are from 2021–2025, which ensures contemporary relevance. However, references should be formatted consistently (some citations lack full details or contain duplicates).
Suggested additions:Include at least one regional or local study on clinical mentorship or compassion-based teaching from Southeast Asia to strengthen contextual grounding.
	

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


	The manuscript conveys ideas clearly but requires moderate English editing to correct minor grammatical errors, spacing, and sentence clarity. Improving syntax will enhance readability and scholarly tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The study demonstrates strong alignment between themes and participant quotes, enhancing credibility.

· Consider improving figure or table presentation of themes (a diagram of thematic flow would help visualization).

· Ethical approval statement is clear and appropriately cited.

· The overall paper is a valuable addition to nursing education literature focused on compassionate leadership and mentorship.
The manuscript is scientifically robust and well-structured. Only minor revisions are needed (language refinement, improvement in reference formatting, and slight methodological clarification). The study is thematically relevant to the journal’s scope and suitable for publication after these minor corrections.
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