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	[bookmark: PART__1:_Comments_]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 is important because it examines the clinical competence of graduating nursing students in different healthcare settings. The findings provide useful evidence on how clinical environments influence students’ skills and professional development. The results can help nursing educators improve clinical training and strengthen preparation for professional practice. The study also contributes to improving the quality of nursing education and patient care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
The title is generally suitable and it tells the reader what your study is about, comparing clinical competence of nursing students in different settings. You could make it a bit more specific by adding the location. For example:

“Perceived Clinical Competence of Graduating Nursing Students in Private and Public Healthcare Settings in Iloilo City, Philippines.”
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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 good because it shows your aim, method, and results clearly. I’d suggest maybe adding the statistical test you used, like the Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, so readers know how you analyzed the data. Also, some sentences in the conclusion could be shorter to make it punchier.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
In general, the manuscript is scientifically acceptable. The descriptive comparative design is appropriate for your objective since you are comparing competence between private and public healthcare settings. The use of an adopted questionnaire and the reliability test using Cronbach alpha also strengthens the study. The statistical analysis using SPSS and the use of the Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test for Likert scale data are also appropriate.
Maybe you can just add a clearer explanation why this test was chosen.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
The references are mostly good and up to date. You included older foundational ones like Benner (1984) and recent ones like Ahmedin et al. (2024), Valizadeh et al. (2025), and Oliveira et al. (2026), which supports your discussion. If possible, maybe add a few studies about simulation training or clinical supervision to make it stronger.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	
The language of the manuscript is generally understandable and the ideas are clearly presented. However, there are some sentences that are quite long and may be simplified for better clarity. Some minor grammar corrections and proofreading will help improve the readability and overall flow of the manuscript.
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	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments_]Optional/General comments
	This study is useful because it looks at how different clinical environments affect nursing students’ competence. Your sample size and validated tool make the results more credible. Maybe add a short note about limitations like self-reported data and one-institution scope, so readers understand the context. Overall, your study gives practical info that could help improve nursing clinical training.
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	[bookmark: Reviewer’s_comment_]Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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