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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. lIs the abstract of the article comprehensive?
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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
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1. Yes, the manuscript important for scientific community because
improvement in nursing care not only enhance patient satisfaction
but also outcome of patient from suffering. Developing and
documenting SOPs for ward management is very relevant in era of
litigations, consumerism and need for evidence-based medicine.

2. Yes, thetitle of the article is suitable

3. Abstract may include methodology in brief and recommendation

4. Summary and conclusions along with few recommendations to be
added

5. Yes, itis scientifically relevant

6. Style of references need improvement as per recommended scope
of style of Journal

Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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suggested corrections in green highlight done

Optional/General comments

It may be accepted with minor revision as topic is very relevant from quality
point of view
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