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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 study is valid and justifiable and that can be replicated

This article is important and relevant to healthcare because:

The healthcare sector faces increasing challenges related to technological evolution, demands for more qualified services, and an aging population.

Thus, strategic management in healthcare assumes a central role in ensuring not only operational efficiency but also financial sustainability and patient satisfaction.

More than just managing resources, it's about aligning teams, processes, and institutional objectives around results that positively impact the care provided.

The modernization of this management model depends on the use of data, performance indicators, and digital tools that favor assertive decision-making. At the same time, it is essential to invest in the training of professionals, in governance practices, and in strategies that place the patient at the center of care.

Thus, strategic management is consolidated as a pillar for the quality of healthcare, capable of integrating innovation, safety, and sustainable results.
	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	3 = Satisfactory
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	5 = Excellent
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	Yes
Note: It is important to contextualize the figures within the text, explaining their intended purpose.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes
1. Bibliographical references that appear in the references section, however, do not appear throughout the text:
Singh, A. P. (2026). Safety and Ethics in the Histopathology Laboratory. Indian Journal of Pathology: Research and Practice.

2. Bibliographical references incomplete
Ejaz, U., Frank, M., Emmanuel, J., & Luz, A. (2024). Leadership in Strategic Transformation for Healthcare Organizations.”.

3. Only with one author
Patel, A. (2025). Strategic leadership and innovation management in the pharmaceutical industry. Journal of Emerging Pharmaceutical and Medical Research (JEPMR), 42-62.
Alemu, B. A. (2025). Leveraging knowledge management for sustainable innovation: Advancing public health leadership interventions. Health Economics and Management Review, 6(1), 22-38.
3.1 throughout the article it appears:
Patel, A. et. al. (2025)

Alemu, B. A. et.al. (2025)
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	YES
Ethical Considerations
“Ethical considerations are a fundamental aspect of this study, particularly given its focus on healthcare professionals, organizational practices, and system-level performance. Ensuring ethical integrity enhances the credibility, reliability, and acceptability of the research findings.”
Informed Consent
Confidentiality and Anonymity
Data Security and Storage
Ethical Approval
Reduction of Harm 
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