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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.


	This manuscripts is very much important to the scientific community because it deals with a topic that has been neglected in the academic community. This study gives voice to the lived experience of nurses and outline challenges associated with vehicular accident handing in hospitals. 
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	The title could be modified to reflect the focus and depth of the study. I will suggest” Lived Experiences of Emergency Room Nurses in Patient Advocacy During Vehicular Accident Emergencies”. This topic suggest methodical depth and rigor. 
	

	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 enough. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is  scientifically correct. The author may however do well to indicate the source of ethical approval as indicated in “Ethical approval was obtained from the Institutional Research Ethics Committee prior to data collection”. Which institution gave the ethical approval?
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	The references are recent and appropriate. I however feel I study of this nature could benefit from at least 20 references. 
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	The English is suitable
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There are no ethical issues
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