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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it addresses 
critical aspects of emergency response and hospital management for traffic accident victims. 
By optimizing strategies, it has the potential to improve patient outcomes, reduce mortality 
rates, and enhance resource allocation during emergencies. The study provides valuable 
insights into the efficiency and effectiveness of hospital protocols, which can guide 
policymakers and healthcare professionals in refining their practices. I appreciate the 
manuscript’s focus on a pressing global issue, although it could be strengthened by including a 
broader analysis of diverse healthcare settings to ensure the findings are widely applicable.. 

 

 

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

 

Optimizing Emergency Response Strategies for Effective Hospital Management of Traffic Accident 
Victims 

 

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. 

 

1. The conclusion restates points mentioned in the background, which could be streamlined to 
avoid repetition 

2. Including a brief mention of specific strategies suggested for improving response times and 
care quality could make the abstract more actionable 

3. Correct minor errors and spacing issues 
 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The manuscript appears scientifically robust and technically sound due to its well-structured mixed-
method design, which allows for a comprehensive exploration of hospital management strategies. The 
use of multiple data collection techniques, such as direct observation, in-depth interviews, and 
documentation analysis, enhances the reliability and validity of the findings. Additionally, the thorough 
analysis of data using both descriptive statistics and thematic analysis demonstrates a 
methodologically rigorous approach that ensures the research findings are well-founded and insightful. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

yes  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Yes 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

the article provides a valuable and comprehensive analysis of hospital management strategies to 
improve emergency response for traffic accident victims in Indonesia. By utilizing a mixed-method 
design with a sequential explanatory approach, the study effectively combines quantitative and 
qualitative data, offering in-depth insights into the complexities of emergency care 
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highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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