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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The manuscript does provide any analytic or contextual depth about the issue at 
hand. The content and structure of the manuscript need to be worked on. The 
problem statement is not clearly defined and even the objective of the study is not 
clearly stated anywhere in the manuscript. The biggest problem with the 
manuscript is that the section #2 is repeated. However, it is not clear whether it was 
intentional or by mistake. If by mistake, that makes the manuscript too short to be 
considered as a scientific journal articles. Many of the sentences have been 
reiterated again and again. The statements are direct without any evidence or data. 
The entire manuscript is full of bullet points which makes it less scientific and more 
kind of generic knowledge or we can say reinventing the wheel, hence it is not 
qualified to be published in any scientific journal.  
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes, the title is interesting but the promises made in the title is not delivered in the 
manuscript. 

 

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 hollow and full of generic sentences and assumptions.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? No. The section should be in the format of IMRD (Introduction, Methodology, Result 
and Discussion) is not followed and many sub-sections have been repetitive. 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 
 

The manuscript does not uphold the basic rules of scientific temperament due to 
lack of evidence. It did not explain the methodology, how the review was done. It 
ignores the importance of evidence-based findings. The manuscript cannot be 
considered as scientific writing because it does not contain methodology section. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in 
the review form. 
- 

The references have recent but not sufficient. The author should develop a robust 
methodology which should contain a rigorous search strategy and inclusion 
exclusion criteria. For example: first the author should review in the status of 
nursing care including the state of nurses (recruitment, vacant seats, public private, 
migration of nurses etc.) then ethical challenges during pandemic should be 
reviewed and at the last these two should be synthesised and argument should 
have been built. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 

 

 
The language seems fine, except some grammatical and punctuation errors. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details) 
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