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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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This article applies to the academic community because it has identified a deficiency in nurses' experience or knowledge of using the peak flow meter (PFM) assessment in Ghana, which is a low-resource setting. This information has long been due on a systemic level writ large that barriers exist both individually and at more systemic level to read. The piece also supports potential educational supports and interventions and even policy to alter or address some of these barriers. It could even be a piece of a resource on its own or part of bigger systems to enhance respiratory care in low- and middle-income countries. Overall, it sheds new information into the global discussion around capacity strengthening of nursing practice and its ability to manage chronic respiratory disease.
	

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

	The designation, “Knowledge, Practices, and Barriers to Peak Flow Meter Use among Nurses in a Tertiary Hospital” is appropriate as it explicitly captures the topic area of knowledge, practice, and barriers. In the interest of specificity, an alternative may be: “Evaluation of the Knowledge, Practices, and Barriers to Peak Flow Meter Use in a Ghanaian Tertiary Hospital." This captures the geographic and contextual setting.
	

	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 thorough and covers the background, purpose, methods, results, and conclusion thoroughly. It may be useful to briefly mention implications for nursing education and policy to further demonstrate its significance. Furthermore, saying the response rate in the methods section would help clarify methods further. Otherwise, the abstract does a satisfactory job of summarizing the main findings of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to be scientifically accurate. The methodology is clearly described in relation to sampling, data collection, and analysis. The results are presented in a clear manner and the conclusions are relevant to the data provided. The author has made comparisons with other relevant previous studies where this was appropriate, and limitations have been identified. Overall, the study design and statistical analysis are reasonable to address the research questions posed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are mostly relevant and include both local and external contexts and mostly are up to date. A couple of references were older than 5 years, which is reasonable considering there are comparatively few studies on this specific topic from Ghana. It would enhance referencing to see a few more systematic reviews published more recently on PFM utilisation or on nurse education interventions to improve practice globally.
	

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

	Overall, the language and quality of the English in the article is adequate for scholarly communication. The sentences used are clear, concise and appropriately professional. Minor grammatical or typographic errors may need to be addressed in copy editing, but they do not detract from the communication of the research.




	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	
Overall, this is a study that has been well undertaken and offers significant relevance and potential practical applications to improve respiratory care in Ghana. The article offers a succinct set of recommendations for nurse training and policy development. The inclusion of multiple wards to seek collating practices from multiple settings assists in the generalizability within the hospital. Future studies could possibly consider observational data collection about PFM utilisation or consider if there are interventions to leverage practice. The discussion is insightful and contextualized within global literature.
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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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