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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. 
 

This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it highlights the critical role of nurses 
in heart failure management, a condition with increasing prevalence worldwide. It provides a 
comprehensive review of nursing interventions, offering insights into effective strategies for improving 
patient outcomes, which is particularly relevant as healthcare systems face growing demands. I 
appreciate the manuscript's focus on both the challenges and opportunities in heart failure care, 
encouraging the development of personalized and innovative approaches. Additionally, it promotes 
continued research and professional development, essential for advancing nursing practices and 
optimizing care quality. 
 

 

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

 

The current title, "Nursing Interventions in the Management of Heart Failure: A Review," is clear and 
directly conveys the focus of the manuscript. However, it could be slightly enhanced to reflect the 
comprehensive and multifaceted nature of the nursing role in heart failure care. 

An alternative title could be: 
"Comprehensive Nursing Interventions in Heart Failure Management: Challenges, 
Opportunities, and Best Practices" 

This alternative emphasizes the broad scope of nursing interventions and highlights key themes 
discussed in the manuscript, such as challenges and best practices. 

 

 

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 of the article is comprehensive, effectively summarizing the key points of the manuscript, 
including the role of nurses in heart failure (HF) management, the interventions they provide, and the 
challenges faced. However, a few suggestions could improve clarity and completeness: 
Suggestions for Improvement: 

1. Add Specific Interventions: Briefly mention some of the core nursing interventions, such as 
patient education, medication management, lifestyle modifications, and continuous monitoring. 
This would provide more detail on what the nursing interventions entail. 

Example: 
"Nurses play a crucial role in HF management through interventions like patient education, medication 
adherence support, lifestyle counseling, and symptom monitoring." 

2. Highlight Outcomes and Impact: While the abstract touches on improving care quality, it 
could better emphasize the direct impact of these interventions on patient outcomes (e.g., 
reduced hospitalizations, enhanced quality of life). 

Example: 
"These interventions have been shown to improve patient outcomes, including symptom control, 
reduced hospital readmissions, and enhanced quality of life." 

3. Clarify Challenges: The abstract mentions challenges like patient adherence and access to 
resources but could briefly suggest some strategies to address these challenges, as discussed 
later in the manuscript. 

Example: 
"Challenges such as ensuring patient adherence and access to resources can be mitigated through 
personalized strategies and professional development for healthcare providers." 
Suggested Revision: 
The abstract can be revised slightly to integrate these points, making it more comprehensive and 
aligned with the manuscript's full content. 
 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate, as they logically flow from 
one concept to the next, covering key aspects of nursing interventions in heart failure 
management. The manuscript is divided into clear sections such as the introduction, detailed 
overviews of nursing interventions (e.g., patient education, medication management), and 
specific challenges and opportunities. These sections make it easy for readers to follow the 
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discussion and understand the various components of heart failure care. 
Suggestions for Further Improvement: 

1. More Subsection Depth: Some sections, like Challenges and Opportunities, could benefit 
from additional subsections. For example, separating "Patient Adherence," "Resource Access," 
and "Training and Education" into their own detailed subsections would provide better 
organization and allow for deeper exploration of each topic. 

2. Summary or Transition Section: A brief summary or transition between Nursing 
Interventions and Challenges and Opportunities would help to connect the discussion of 
nursing practices with the challenges nurses face in implementing them. This would enhance 
the flow of the manuscript. 

3. Visual Aids or Tables: Consider incorporating tables or figures within some sections to 
summarize information (e.g., a table summarizing common nursing interventions and their 
associated outcomes). 
Overall, the structure is well-organized, but minor adjustments and enhancements could 
improve readability and depth of discussion. 

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. 

This manuscript appears to be scientifically robust and technically sound, as it provides an evidence-
based review of nursing interventions in heart failure management, citing relevant studies and clinical 
guidelines to support its claims. The manuscript correctly outlines the key components of heart failure 
care, including pharmacological treatment, lifestyle modifications, and continuous monitoring, all of 
which are grounded in well-established clinical practices. Additionally, it addresses real-world 
challenges such as patient adherence and resource access, offering practical strategies that align with 
current nursing standards. The comprehensive approach, combined with the focus on patient 
outcomes, ensures its scientific validity. 
 

 

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

Suggestions for Improvement: 
1. Update with Recent Guidelines: The manuscript would benefit from including more recent 

references, particularly guidelines from the American College of Cardiology (ACC), 
American Heart Association (AHA), or European Society of Cardiology (ESC), which 
frequently update recommendations on heart failure management. Incorporating recent studies 
post-2020 will strengthen the paper’s relevance, especially considering new treatments like 
SGLT2 inhibitors in heart failure care. 

2. Address Emerging Technologies: To reflect advances in telehealth and digital health tools, 
the paper could include references on recent studies showing the effectiveness of remote 
monitoring and telehealth in managing heart failure patients. This is particularly relevant in the 
context of limited resource access. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication, but 
there are a few areas that could be improved for greater clarity and precision. The manuscript is well-
structured, but some sentences could be rephrased to improve readability and fluency. 
Minor Revision Suggestions: 

1. Clarity and Precision: In certain sections, sentences can be reworded to enhance clarity. For 
instance, instead of saying "Medications are prescribed to address the underlying causes, 
relieve symptoms, and improve cardiac function," it could be rephrased as "Medications target 
underlying pathophysiological mechanisms, alleviate symptoms, and improve heart function." 

2. Consistency in Terminology: Ensure consistent use of terminology throughout the 
manuscript. For example, the use of terms like "heart failure," "HF," and "chronic condition" 
should be uniform for smoother reading. 

3. Avoiding Repetition: Some ideas, such as patient education and medication management, 
are repeated across sections. Streamlining these discussions to avoid redundancy can 
improve flow and focus. 

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

There are no evident ethical issues in this manuscript. The content focuses on a review of nursing 
interventions for heart failure management, which involves synthesizing existing literature and best 
practices in clinical care.  
As long as the cited studies were conducted ethically and follow proper standards, the review itself 
adheres to accepted ethical norms in scholarly communication. 
 
There do not appear to be any competing interest issues in this manuscript. It is a review of nursing 
interventions in heart failure management, and there are no disclosures or indications of financial, 
commercial, or personal interests that could influence the objectivity of the content. 
However, it is always a good practice to include a formal "Competing Interests" statement in the 
manuscript to confirm that the authors have no conflicts of interest. This helps ensure transparency and 
maintains the integrity of the review. If any funding or affiliations related to the topic are involved, they 
should be disclosed in this section. 
 
Based on the content provided so far, there is no clear evidence or indication of plagiarism. 
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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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