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PART 1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The study is timely and important to understand ethnic indigenous people perception about the quality

of nursing care.

The study explores the use of Baylon’s Quality Patient Nursing Care Theory to understand participants’
perception on “the factors to be considered if patients will submit to hospitalization or not, is determined
by the quality patient health care and factors that boost patients’ recovery with the help of expected

government programs to eliminate self-image problems due to their diagnosis

It offers recommendations for the Indigenous Ethnic Group, staff nurses, doctors, hospital

administrators, as well as officials from the Department of Health and the National Government

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

Suitable

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 poorly written. The author’s guideline was not followed. It does not take note of the
established scientific steps of background, aim, method, results and conclusion

It is too lengthy, more than 300 words, not coincide, there are repetitions.

Some reports were contrarily to what was written in the main manuscripts. Example s: the research
design was confusing. There is a mix up between qualitative and quantitative design

Result section was scanty or important results were not included

So, there is need for complete overhauling of the abstract

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

No. The study is good but it is not scientifically correct. The research methodology is very poor

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

The references are current and sufficient.
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Is the language/English quality of the article
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Yes. The English language is suitable for scholarly communication. However, some editing may be
needed
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