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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.

	The manuscript provides evidence on the knowledge, practices, and barriers related to peak flow meter utilization among nurses—a frontline workforce essential to respiratory care in low-resource settings. It highlights an urgent need for targeted training of nursing professionals and institutional support to strengthen asthma and COPD management. It also helps in filling a regional evidence gap and informing global discussions on respiratory care capacity in LMICs.
	

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

	Yes, the title suits the content of the manuscript. It accurately captures the three core domains assessed in the study—knowledge, practice, and barriers. 
	

	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.

	Yes, it covers the essential components—background, objective, methods, results, and conclusions and accurately reflects the main findings and is appropriate for a short research article. A short comment on the overall knowledge score (mean ± SD) could provide a stronger quantitative summary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, it is moderately scientifically sound and appropriate for a short descriptive study, but there are several methodological and reporting gaps that should be addressed. The manuscript reports important differences (e.g., usage rates across units) but stops at frequencies. Tests should show whether observed differences are statistically meaningful and help identify independent predictors of PFM use. Confidence intervals should be added to make it easier to judge precision and compare with other studies. Also, there can be potential measurement bias from self-reporting.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, references are generally sufficient for the topic. But manuscript can be made more useful by adding more recent (last ~5 years) and context-specific studies (especially from LMICs or hospitals) that examine knowledge-practice gaps, barriers, and implementation issues around peak flow among nurses.
	

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

	Yes. Some sections would benefit from refinement to improve clarity & flow. The discussion could be more focused and structured. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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