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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 addresses an important and clinically relevant topic within the field of nursing and mental health practice, particularly in the context of patient-centered care and evidence-based clinical interventions. By exploring a focused and practical issue, the study contributes to strengthening the existing body of knowledge and may support improved clinical decision-making and patient outcomes. The findings have the potential to inform practitioners, educators, and policymakers by highlighting gaps in current practice and suggesting directions for improvement. Overall, the manuscript offers meaningful insights that could stimulate further research and enhance the quality of care within the discipline.
	

	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.


	The abstract provides a general overview of the study; however, it could be strengthened to improve clarity and completeness. While the background and purpose are reasonably stated, the methodology section would benefit from more specific details, such as the study design, sample size, sampling technique, and key analytical methods. The results section should include more precise numerical findings (e.g., major statistical outcomes, effect sizes, or p-values) rather than broad statements of significance. Additionally, the conclusion should clearly reflect the main findings without overgeneralization and briefly highlight practical implications. Any repetitive background information could be reduced to maintain conciseness and focus on essential methodological and outcome-related details.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be generally scientifically sound in terms of structure, organization, and alignment between objectives, methods, and conclusions. The study design is appropriate for the stated research question, and the methods described are broadly consistent with the outcomes reported. The results are presented in a logical manner and seem to support the main conclusions drawn by the authors.

However, certain aspects require clarification to fully confirm scientific rigor. These include more detailed reporting of sampling procedures, justification of the sample size, clearer description of statistical analyses, and careful interpretation of findings to avoid overgeneralization. With these clarifications and minor methodological strengthening, the manuscript can be considered scientifically acceptable.
	

	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?


	ok
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a relevant topic and demonstrates the authors’ effort to contribute meaningful data to the field. The overall structure is logical, and the language is generally clear and understandable. However, minor improvements in grammar, sentence flow, and consistency of terminology would enhance readability and professionalism.

recommend strengthening the discussion section by more critically comparing the findings with recent literature and clearly stating the practical implications of the results. Additionally, the limitations section could be expanded to provide a more transparent reflection of potential biases and methodological constraints. With careful revision and clarification in these areas, the manuscript has the potential to make a valuable contribution to the discipline.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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