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	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 research highlights the risk of MRSA transmission from healthcare workers to vulnerable patients, especially in kidney centers. By identifying the rate of nasal MRSA carriage among nurses, it emphasizes the need for regular screening, improved infection control practices. Knowing the resistance profile of MRSA strains can guide doctors in selecting effective antibiotics and avoiding unnecessary or ineffective treatments. These measures can help reduce hospital-acquired infections, protect patient health, and guide global efforts to combat antibiotic resistance. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. 

Alternative title could be -

“Assessing the Risk of Transmission of various organisms like MRSA from Nurses in a Kidney Services Center”
	

	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.


	Although the abstract of the article is comprehensive but the language of background and conclusion should be improved.
Background: Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) is a leading cause of hospital-acquired infections and can be transmitted by colonized healthcare workers, posing a serious threat to immunocompromised patients.

Conclusion: The presence of MRSA among nurses highlights the need for routine screening and stringent infection control measures to reduce the risk of transmission to vulnerable dialysis patients.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically appropriate and addresses an important public health issue—the nasal carriage of MRSA among healthcare workers. But some problems are there –
· Sample size is less.

· No specific statistical tests or significance levels are reported.

· “MRS” could not be understood.

· Page 3 last line – “Target population and sample size: The total number of the nurses were 71, workers and only 31 nurses agreed to participate in this study.” Grammatically wrong statement.

· Decolonization Strategies should also be included.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are recent and appropriate. Some more latest references could be added.

e.x. Dulon, M., Haamann, F., Peters, C., Schablon, A., & Nienhaus, A. (2014). MRSA carriage among healthcare workers in non-outbreak settings in Europe and the United States: a systematic review. BMC Infectious Diseases, 14(1), 363.
	

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


	Language should be scientifically more sound and need to be improved.
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