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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Effect of Patient-centred Care on Quality Nursing Care, Nurse-sensitive indicators 
and Satisfaction of Nurses and Patients in Adult Medical Inpatients Setting: a mixed 
methods systematic review protocol. 
 
 
It was a pleasure for me to check this paper.  
I read through this manuscript and I think that this is a good paper. 
Consequently, I congratulate the authors. 
 
 
But I suggest that, please, review the following comments: 
 
 
-Method: 
-Do you not include "gray" or "opaque" literature (technical reports, conference proceedings 
and dissertations)? 
 
 
-There is little more information about validity (internal validity: refers to the ability to avoid 
systematic errors or biases through the design and conduct of the study, while external 
validity is related to the applicability of the results to a specific population.) 
 
 
-Why not use a system to inform the quality and strength of the recommendation, such as 
the GRADE system? (It indicates how much we can trust that the estimate of the effect of 
the intervention is correct and how much we can trust that the implementation of the 
recommendation will bring more benefits than risks). 
 
 
-It would be worthwhile to comment more on the determination of heterogeneity and the 
analysis of subgroups (it is often interesting to examine a special category of participants in 
the review (for example, women, a group of age or the severity of the disease). 
 
 
-It would be worth commenting more on the determination of the publication bias (the 
information collection must be exhaustive, both published and unpublished studies to avoid 
incurring in selection bias). 
 
 
-References: 
The references should be quoted, numerically, in the text in correlative order.  
Review, please, the rules of the Journal. 
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Journal of advanced nursing. NLM Title Abbreviation: J Adv Nurs 
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
 
Kindly see the following link:  
 
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
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