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	This is a good study, however a few comments can improve on the article:

1. A cross-sectional is going to be descriptive- so maybe just a cross sectional study will do

2. Font and formatting for some paragraphs are not the same

3. Suggest, if possible, sample according to the area- ie: Port Harcourt= 3000/4100  * 879. This will give a better description of each centre/district sampled

4. Under remarks, suggest to include what is meant by “HE”

5. Suggest that all SDs be included as 2 decimal places. 

6. To see if values are statistically significant, suggest to compare means with the population means in a one sample t-test
7. Would be good to mention the type of healthcare workers associated with needle-stick injuries.

8. Suggest to describe the model-fit for each regression done. 

9. Suggest to look at papers of different healthcare workers and needle stick injuries and why do they occur in professions that work in hospitals but unlikely to deal with needles: ie: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36448384/
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