Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Nursing and Health 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRNH_152755

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Emergency Room Nurses’ Experiences in Patient Advocacy During Vehicular Accidents

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


General guidelines for the Peer Review process: 
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.

To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review

Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/  

Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers 
	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and underexplored area in emergency nursing, particularly patient advocacy during vehicular accidents. By using a qualitative approach, the study provides in-depth insights into the lived experiences of emergency room nurses working in high-pressure trauma settings. The findings contribute to nursing science by highlighting the ethical, emotional, and systemic dimensions of patient advocacy in emergency care. Additionally, the study offers valuable context-specific evidence from the Philippine healthcare system, which may inform nursing practice, education, and policy development in similar settings.
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	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and reflects the focus and qualitative nature of the study. It accurately represents the content of the manuscript.
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	The abstract is comprehensive and well structured, clearly presenting the background, aim, methodology, results, and conclusion of the study. However, the abstract could be improved by briefly stating the practical or policy implications of the findings. Additionally, clarification regarding the validation of the interview guide may enhance methodological clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design is appropriate for the study aim, and the methodology is clearly described. The use of thematic analysis following Braun and Clarke’s framework is suitable and rigorously applied. The results are coherent and logically interpreted, and conclusions are supported by the findings.
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	The references are sufficient, relevant, and mostly recent, with several citations from 2023 to 2025. The literature adequately supports the background, methodology, and discussion. Minor improvements may include ensuring consistent formatting of references according to the journal’s guidelines
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	The language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is well written and understandable. Minor grammatical and stylistic revisions may further improve clarity and flow.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No ethical issues were identified. Ethical approval was obtained from the appropriate Institutional Review Board, and informed consent was secured from all participants. Confidentiality and anonymity were adequately addressed
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