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	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 aims to explore the lived meanings and personal understandings of caring among first-year nursing students and to identify how caring is constructed, influenced, and integrated into early professional identity formation within the context of Generation Z learners. A qualitative research design was used. The study revealed five main themes. (1) Authentic Caring Connection; (2) Caring Formalized by Nursing Education; (3) Limited Ability to Care; (4) Caring Learned by Watching Others; (5) Caring as Professional Identity. The findings of this study underscore the necessity for nursing curricula to intentionally model caring behaviors, to provide a foundation for emotional and communication skills, and to foster psychologically safe learning environments that support caring development at the foundational stage.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is unambiguous, precise, and accurately reflects the qualitative and exploratory nature of the study.
	

	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 and well-structured, clearly presenting the aim, methodology, results, and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific soundness and methodological appropriateness for a descriptive qualitative study. The employment of Braun and Clarke's thematic analysis is articulated with clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely adequate and relevant to the topic, and include both basic and contemporary sources. However, there are no references cited in the introduction section of the article. The introduction section should be rewritten with references added.
	

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


	Yes, the language is suitable for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-structured and relevant qualitative study with strong educational implications. It is imperative that the introduction section be revised and that the addition of sources be made.
The introduction needs improvement and the addition of references.

How many students were interviewed?

How was the data analyzed? Using Excel, MAXQDA...?

The addition of a semi-structured interview form to the methods section of the article is recommended.

A limitations section can be added to the article.
The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely topic and demonstrates a sound qualitative approach. 

However, minor to moderate revisions are required to improve methodological transparency, 

including clearer reporting of participant numbers, specification of the data analysis process, 

inclusion of the semi-structured interview guide as an appendix, and the addition of a limitations section. 

Strengthening the introduction with more recent references is also recommended.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The study revealed no significant ethical concerns. The study incorporated provisions for informed consent, volunteer participation, a review of privacy and care rights, and the right to withdraw from the information provided. It was also stated that the participants' voices were recorded and that they could withdraw from the study at any time.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues were identified.


	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No evidence of plagiarism is suspected.


	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7.5


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Nazan Calbayram

	Department of Reviewer
	Department of Nursing

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Canakkale Onsekiz Mart University

	Country of Reviewer
	Turkiye

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Professor

	Email ID of Reviewer
	nazancalbayram@comu.edu.tr; nazancalbayram@gmail.com
nazancalbayram@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Pediatric nursing, care, newborn, education, mentally disabled children


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

