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	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 article provides updates in nursing, specifically in nursing management. Until now, many have linked nurse turnover to salary and work environment. This article provides scientific insights into the role of self-efficacy and professional identity as contributing variables
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes

Suggestion : Shorten and make more concise, focusing on purpose, methods, key results, and implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes

Suggestion :  Some sentences are repetitive or awkwardly phrased. For example:
“The higher the self-efficacy the more nurse is satisfied on their work and enhance professional identity.”
→ Suggested revision: “Higher self-efficacy increases nurses’ job satisfaction and strengthens their professional identity.”
Consistency in tense is needed (sometimes past tense, sometimes present).


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Introduction: Reduce repetition, strengthen the rationale for the study. The introduction repeats ideas about nurse shortages and self-efficacy multiple times. Streamlining would improve readability.

2. Methodology: Summarize procedural details, emphasize design and sampling rationale.Some sections (e.g., methodology) contain excessive detail about procedural steps (letters of intent, consent forms). These could be summarized more concisely.

3. Results & Discussion: Provide deeper interpretation of findings, linking them to practical nursing challenges. While tables are clear, the narrative sometimes restates numbers without deeper analysis. For example, instead of just saying”mean=2.90.” you could explain why this matters in practice. The discussion could connect findings more strongly to existing literature, highlighting how your results confirm or challenge prior studies.

4. Conclusion: Highlight actionable recommendations for hospital management and nursing education. The conclusion is somewhat repetitive of earlier sections. It could be sharpened to emphasize : Practical implications, Policy relevance and future research
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