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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (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 contributes to the scientific community by providing evidence-based interventions for early detection of hemodynamic instability postoperatively. The study is important because it provides evidence to guide policymakers in developing relevant guidelines for the management of postoperative hemodynamic instability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	The title lacks a study design; in this case, it is a systematic review.
The researcher can add the design at the end of the title.
	

	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 should also indicate the design used, e.g., systematic review, in the opening sentence or in the title.
Time frame should also be included, and the criteria used for quality appraisals.

The researcher may also consider refraining from using claiming statements such as significantly improved outcomes unless statistical synthesis or meta-analysis was performed
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yes 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Few older references identified. Recent literature also noted that for 2023-2025, which indicates that the researcher also read recent literature.
One reference written twice, e.g., Dobrev et.al. 2019. 
	

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


	With minor corrections of the grammar/language/English quality, the article will be suitable for scholarly communication. e.g., spelling errors such as “systemic review” instead of “systematic review’’, Capitalisation errors, such as Nursing which was written in small caps.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Few grammer/typographical errors have been noted in the study.
Numbering, especially in the introduction, where 1.1 was followed by 2.2. then 2.3. This is confusing to the reader.

Capitalisation between sentences, such as hemodynamic instability in the abstract.

Search strategy not fully described

	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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