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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.

	This manuscript contributes meaningfully to public health and nursing theory by contextualizing Florence Nightingale’s environmental model within a contemporary community health issue—pulmonary TB in Indonesian fishermen and smoked fish workers. It bridges classic nursing theory with present-day epidemiological concerns, highlighting the relevance of environmental interventions. The manuscript also provides empirical data to support Nightingale’s views on air quality and ventilation, reinforcing her enduring influence on health promotion strategies.
	

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

	Yes, the title is mostly suitable. However, for clarity and conciseness, consider modifying it slightly:
Suggested Title:
"Application of Florence Nightingale’s Environmental Theory to Pulmonary TB in Fishermen and Smoked Fish Industry Workers"

	

	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 captures the study well, but the following improvements are suggested:
· The abstract should mention the significance of applying Nightingale’s theory early in the text.
· The methods section can be more specific regarding the study setting and key variables.
· There are some redundant phrases ("sample... sample") which should be corrected.
· The phrase “this is following the emphasis of Nightingale’s theory” can be replaced with “which aligns with Nightingale’s environmental theory.”

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is generally sound but would benefit from the following corrections:
· Clearer explanation of variables and operational definitions.
· Recheck the OR values and confidence intervals; for instance, the OR for smoking is listed as 2.842 with CI 1.058–1.058, which seems erroneous.
· The narrative occasionally shifts between result presentation and interpretation too fluidly—separate the findings from discussion more clearly.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are fairly adequate but somewhat dated and largely local. The manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more international peer-reviewed studies (especially post-2020) to strengthen the discussion section and connect findings with global evidence.
Suggested additions:
1. WHO Global Tuberculosis Report 2023
2. Recent studies on biomass smoke and pulmonary disease (e.g., in Environmental Health Perspectives or International Journal of Tuberculosis and Lung Disease).

	

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

	The English language quality is fair but requires moderate editing for clarity, grammar, and sentence structure. Specific improvements needed:
· Reduce redundancy in the introduction.
· Improve grammar in phrases such as “this is following the emphasis of…” to “this aligns with…”.
· Consistent verb tense is necessary.
· Avoid conversational expressions like “this of course…”





	

	Optional/General comments

	· The integration of nursing theory with epidemiological findings is commendable.
· The study presents an important occupational health concern.
· Future work should consider expanding the theoretical model to include all five components of Nightingale’s framework and use multivariate statistical techniques to adjust for confounders.
· Tables are useful but need improved formatting and consistency in reporting percentages and p-values.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 
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