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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 contributes significantly to the field of nursing education by examining the effectiveness of a structure clinical orientation program in improving nursing students’ knowledge, competency, and readiness for IVT. This study pose and integral part in addressing gaps in clinical preparation of the students  by integrating cognitive, psychomotor, and affective domains within a competency-based educational intervention. Findings provide empirical evidence supporting the implementation of structured orientation and simulation-based training program to strengthen clinical preparedness, patient safety, and quality nursing care.
	



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
	4 – Good

Suggested Title:
“The Effectiveness of Enhancing Nursing Students’ Performance in Clinical Practice for Intravenous Therapy” 
	

	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
	4 – Good

The abstract adequately summarizes the study, though greater emphasis on the intervention framework and implications may improve comprehensiveness. 
	

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

The keywords are relevant to the study variables and nursing education context. 
	

	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
	4 – Good

The background is coherent and relevant; however, stronger theoretical anchoring and synthesis of literature are recommended. 
	

	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 – Excellent

The research objectives are clearly articulated and aligned with the study design and findings. 
	

	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
	4 – Good

The manuscript includes recent literature; nevertheless, additional international and high-impact studies may further strengthen the review (Global to LMICs). 
	

	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
	4 – Good

The quasi-experimental design is appropriate; however, the absence of a control group should be discussed more critically in relation to internal validity. 
	

	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 – Excellent

Ethical procedures, informed consent, and confidentiality protocols were appropriately addressed. 
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 – Good

Results are systematically presented, though additional interpretation of statistical implications is recommended. 
	

	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


	4 – Good

The table effectively summarizes the findings; however, formatting consistency and statistical presentation may still be improved. 
	

	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
	4 – Good

The discussion adequately relates findings to literature, but deeper critical analysis and comparison with broader studies are encouraged. 
	

	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 – Excellent

The conclusions are supported by the presented findings and statistical analysis. 
	

	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
	4 – Good

The limitations are identified; however, their implications on validity and transferability require more critical elaboration. 
	

	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 – Good

References are generally relevant and recent, although inclusion of more international empirical studies is recommended. 
	

	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
	4 – Good

Manuscript is understandable and academically written, though minor grammatical refinement and stylistic polishing are advised. 
	



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 is relevant and adequately reflects the scope of the investigation; however refinement for brevity and academic precision may further strengthen its impact.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES. Abstract sufficiently presents the essential components of the study, although a stronger emphasis on the significance and practical implications of the intervention is recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	YES. The study demonstrates methodological appropriateness and scientific relevance; however, deeper theoretical analysis and critical interpretation would improve the manuscript’s scholarly rigor.
	

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

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES. Manuscript incorporates current references, particularly studies published from 2020 onwards, although additional peer-reviewed international studies may strengthen the evidence base.
	

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

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

	NO. Ethical approval, informed consent, confidentiality, and voluntary participation procedures were appropriately addressed in accordance with research ethics standards.
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	

The manuscript addresses a timely and relevant topic in nursing education and demonstrates promising findings regarding the effectiveness of structured clinical orientation programs. The study methodology is appropriate, and the statistical analyses support the conclusions presented. Nevertheless, the manuscript requires minor to moderate revisions to strengthen theoretical grounding, improve critical discussion, refine language consistency, and address methodological limitations more rigorously. The study has potential scholarly value and practical relevance, particularly in competency-based nursing education, provided that the recommended revisions are adequately addressed.
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