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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 (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 topic of promoting a healthy lifestyle, as well as its interaction with quality of life in nursing students, is an important topic related to the training of human resources for health and nursing. 

· Likewise, it is considered that this topic takes on greater importance when the work allows us to know part of the context in the training of students in an African country, such as the Federal Republic of Nigeria.

· Although the work is of relevance, regarding the issue of the health of future nursing professionals in their region, some methodological aspects are identified that must be reviewed and revised, the above because data can be generated that are not suitable. 
· The publication proposal requires greater bibliographic support, since the reviewed document only shows 12 references. This may explain the reason why the discussion presents weakness in its content.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Without observations. The title is suitable for the article.
	

	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.


	· In the lines that correspond to the methodology, only indicate the sample size with which you worked (309 nursing students)

· Mention the instruments used to collect the information.

· The observation is made that Pearson's correlation is not used to determine the reliability of an instrument. In this case, Cronbach's or McDonald's alpha test should be used. 

· It is suggested that, when you mention style and quality of life behaviors, you only mention the proportion that you consider most appropriate, not mention both.

· Be careful when mentioning association results. In this case, it is suggested to indicate that “no significant differences were identified according to sociodemographic characteristics in lifestyles and quality of life in nursing students.”In Keywords, It is suggested that the use of these terms: Health Promotion; Quality of Life; Nursing Students. These terms were checked in MeSH descriptors. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· It suggested to check the Paper Template, in the next URL’s: https://www.eurohost365.net/doc/SDI-Paper-template.docx 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Introduction section need more academic support references. There are some quotes that are not in the Reference section. Hypothesis are not necessary in the document because the aim and research objectives are sufficient to explain the study intention. 
· Methodology section need a restructuration. A suggest is organise in sub-section such as Study design, sample, instruments… It is very important that instruments description explain how the interpretation were realised to the recollected data. Explain why remove questions from the questionnaires and how realises the interpretation corrections. It is necessary to indicate the Declaration of Helsinki application or another legal support in your country related with health research. 
· In the results section, it is necessary to explain the academic level, because in other regions are not used as the document shows. Tables 2, 3 can be merged, same situation with tables 4 and 5. Tables 6 and 7 shows results of OR, but in your methodology did not say that analysis. In the Employment variable, you use number 1 and 2, but do not explain their significate.   
· In discussion section, it is necessary to compare more related studies and explain your results, why do you think that nursing students had a bad quality of live and bad lifestyle promotion? If you are talking about nursing students, you need to realize a comparison with a same group. In your document, there are comparison with nursing staff and patients. It is very important to check this situation.
· For the conclusions, is necessary to check your objectives and associate your results with the possible solutions for the identified problem.  
	

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


	· The references are insufficient for the document.  There are 12 references, and the document shows some quotes that are not in the reference section, such as Abdirahman (2024), Azar (2023), Bhardwaj & Teoli (2023), Li et al. (2018), Yim et al. (2018), Pouresmacil (2019), Nur et al. (2017) and Hwang & Jihun (2020).

· One suggestion for the references is check some publications related in America Region, such as: 

· Canova-Barrios CJ, Vizgarra YN, Abarza DG, Cano CB, Méndez PG. Lifestyles of Nursing Students. Salud, Ciencia y Tecnología - Serie de Conferencias [Internet]. 2023 Sep. 29 [cited 2024 Aug. 7];2:399. Available from: https://conferencias.saludcyt.ar/index.php/sctconf/article/view/399
· Fernández-Sánchez, A. ., Ortega-Ceballos, P. A., Fajardo-Santana, M. S., & Macias-Carrillo, C. (2022). Conocimientos, prácticas y estilos de vida durante COVID-19 entre estudiantes universitarios en México: encuesta en línea. Revista De Enfermería Neurológica, 20(3), 167–178. https://doi.org/10.51422/ren.v20i3.342 
· Hanna Lavalle MI, Ocampo Rivero MM, Janna Lavalle NM, Mena Gutiérrez MC, Torreglosa Portillo LD. Redes sociales y calidad de vida relacionada con la salud en estudiantes universitarios. Revista Cuidarte [Internet]. 15 de febrero de 2020 [citado 7 de agosto de 2024];11(1). Disponible en: https://revistas.udes.edu.co/cuidarte/article/view/953 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· It is necessary to check grammar and punctuation.
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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 detail)
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