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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 concept of SPIKE is relevant for breaking the bad news, particularly in healthcare and social work contexts. Using SPIKe helps professionals deliver news with empathy and clarity, reducing distress and improving communication. The present study on "Perception Toward Breaking Bad News (BBN) among Primary Health Care Physicians, Ministry of Health (MOH) in Al-Ahsa, 2023" is relevant to understanding the perception of physicians toward this concept. 
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	Perception Toward Breaking Bad News (BBN) among Primary Health Care Physicians, Ministry of Health (MOH) in Al-Ahsa, 2023

Corrected “Physician” to “Physicians”
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	A brief introduction on the topic can be given in the abstract. It started directly with the objective.
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