Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Medical and Pharmaceutical Sciences 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAMPS_132439

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	The Role of workload and Job specification in needle stick injuries among Health care practitioners in Tertiary Hospitals, Rivers State.

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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	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 role of workload and job specification in needlestick injuries among healthcare practitioners is crucial in understanding the occurrence and prevention of these injuries. Needlestick injuries pose a significant risk to healthcare workers, often leading to the transmission of bloodborne pathogens such as HIV, Hepatitis B, and Hepatitis C. Moreover, workload and job specification are vital factors in the occurrence of needlestick injuries among healthcare practitioners. High workloads, fatigue, and poorly defined job specifications can lead to higher rates of accidents and injuries. Addressing these issues through proper staffing, training, support systems, and workplace safety protocols can significantly reduce the risk of needlestick injuries and protect healthcare workers from serious health threats.
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