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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as the author/s ultimately described the challenges faced by graduating nursing students in a private school when providing healthcare advice to relatives. It helped in terms of balancing personal relationships with emerging professional identities and strategies of the graduating nursing students which they employed to provide healthcare advice to their family members. The study findings also helped by suggesting that professional identity formation  emotional engagement, and ethical responsibility were not confined to clinical environments only, but were also shaped through everyday family interactions.
	





PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· 5 
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· 5 
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· 5 
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· 5 
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· 5 
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· 5 
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· 5 
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· 5 – The ethical issues were properly addressed by the study. It was approved by the Iloilo Doctors’ Institutional Research Ethics Committee (Approval No. IDIREC-2025.OI_192). It was mentioned that all participants were provided with an informed consent after receiving comprehensive information regarding the study’s objectives, voluntary participation, and associated risks and benefits. Added to this was the statement made in the study that its participants’ right to withdraw at any part during the interview was upheld, and confidentiality and anonymity were maintained throughout the study
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· 4 – The results were presented clearly but it needs more elaboration on its implications to the study participants/graduating nursing students; and better if it has future directions for them. 
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· N/A – It’s a qualitative study, therefore no tables and figures; that’s why it’s not applicable.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· 5 
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· 5 
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· 2 - The limitations of the study were not discussed.
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	· 4 
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	· 5 
	





PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	· Yes, the title suits the article best. It revealed what the researchers want to convey in the study.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	· Yes, the abstract is comprehensive as it includes information that is important for understanding the content of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	· Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct as it concludes about the development of a sense of responsibility and confidence of the nursing students, as they assume the role of the “family nurse” within their household despite differences in their clinical exposure and learning experiences.
· It also reflected the nursing student’s experiences on both positive and challenging aspects, as they are often relied upon to provide health advice, perform basic care, and make health- related decisions for family members. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	· No - The references were relevant and recent but needs to add more to make it sufficient in number.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

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

	· No, there were no ethical issues in the manuscript. Arguments were logical and supported by data. The arguments supported the conclusion.
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