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Detailed Reviewer’s Report 
The manuscript addresses a relevant nursing topic, but major methodological and reporting issues need 

correction before publication. 

 Study design is inconsistent: the manuscript reports both true experimental and quasi-

experimental designs.  

 Sampling method is inconsistent: purposive sampling and probability sampling are reported in 

different sections.  

 Major outcome gap: the title/objectives include knowledge and practice, but the presented results 

primarily report knowledge. Practice findings are missing.  

 Statistical analysis needs revision: paired t-tests alone do not establish intervention effectiveness; 

a proper between-group comparison/change-score analysis or ANCOVA is needed.  

 Table 5 requires verification: the overall mean scores (4/30 and 7/30) do not correspond to the 

reported 40% and 70%.  

 Tool validation is inadequately reported: item structure, scoring, validity and reliability 

coefficients should be clearly presented.  

 Intervention details are insufficient for replication, including session duration, number and 

content.  

 References require independent verification for accuracy and authenticity.  

 Discussion largely repeats the results and needs stronger comparison with previous evidence.  

Recommendation: Major Revision. The study has potential, but the methodological inconsistencies and 

missing practice data must be resolved before it can be considered scientifically robust.  

 

Recommendation: 
Accept as it is ………………………………. 
Accept after minor revision………………   

Accept after major revision   ☑ 

Do not accept (Reasons below) ……… 

Rating  Excel. Good Fair Poor 

Originality  ☑   

Techn. Quality   ☑  

Clarity   ☑  

Significance  ☑   

 


