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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 adds to the existing literature on faculty orientation and professional integration in nursing education. As the world faces a shortage of qualified nursing educators and the increasing reliance on part-time clinical instructors, it is timely and relevant to understand the extent of institutional policy orientation. The study provides empirical data from private nursing schools in the Philippines, giving contextualized perspectives on the impact of orientation practices on faculty readiness to teach. The findings are particularly valuable for academic administrators seeking evidence-based strategies to strengthen faculty onboarding systems and ensure consistency in curriculum implementation.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good, clear and related to the content, but it can be improved for clarity and conciseness by removing the repetition. 
I suggest the following title:
Institutional Policy Orientation Among Newly Hired Clinical Instructors in Private Nursing Schools in Capiz Province


	

	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 well-structured and includes the aim, design, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, the sampling method is not clearly specified. It is unclear whether the participants were selected through purposive sampling or random sampling. If the sample was based on availability or convenience, this should be explicitly stated. The researcher needs to clarify the sampling technique used.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is methodologically sound in its use of a descriptive–correlational design and appropriate statistical tools (mean, frequency, percentage, Chi-square test). The interpretation of p-values is generally correct, and the conclusions are aligned with the results. However, it does not include a clarification on validity and reliability testing of the researcher-made questionnaire (e.g., Cronbach’s alpha).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and include both foundational and recent studies, but some references appear incomplete or unclear. 

The researcher should review them and adopt APA style.  
	

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


	The language is generally acceptable, but the researcher needs to review it and accepts the changes that have been suggested. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Reviewer’s comment

The researcher should pay attention to the following points:

1- In the research population: It is not clear if it is the population or the sample. If it is the population, why did he/she not mention to the sample? If it is the sample, why did he/she not clarify and add the word “sample”?
2- Regarding the heading “experimental details”: the study is not experimental, but it is descriptive, so the appropriate heading is “Methodology”. 
3- The heading “Statistical Treatment” is not academically widely used, and it should be replaced with “Data Analysis”. 
4- In results and discussion, the researcher used the word “chapter” which should be used in writing thesis or dissertation, but in such a manuscript, the word “part” or “section” is the right choice. 
5- The sub-headings used in the result and discussion are quite long and they should be simplified. For example, the sub-heading “The extent of Institutional Policy Orientation among the Newly Hired Clinical Instructors in terms of RLE Policy, Syllabus and Course Outline Making; and Pedagogical Skills” can be simplified into “Institutional Policy Orientation among Newly Hired Clinical Instructors: RLE Policy, Syllabus and Course Outline Making and Pedagogical Skills”.
6- The Missing, Minimum and Maximum columns are not necessary and can be omitted as their inclusion adds little value. Removing them is preferable to including them. 
7- Regarding the references, it appears that the researchers uses two styles for writing and formatting them. He/She should review them and adopt APA style consistently, taking into account the formatting and what should be italicized.  
8- Regarding the formatting, it should be refined and polished. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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