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	PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it addresses the critical issue of Lumbrosacral pain (LBP), a leading cause of disability globally, particularly among healthcare workers. By focusing on nurses, a high-risk occupational group, the study provides valuable insights into the multifaceted factors contributing to LBP and highlights actionable strategies to mitigate its prevalence.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the Suggested title is “Prevalence and Contributing Factors of Lumbrosacral pain Among Nurses: Implications for Prevention and Workplace Strategies”
	

	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.


	No, Suggestion: The abstract should provide the full name of LBP, "Lumbrosacral pain," in both the title and abstract. It should follow a structured format with Background, Aim, Methods, Results, and Conclusion sections. Ethical statements should not be included in the abstract. The methodology should be briefly described, including the number of samples considered in the study. Key factors evaluated for Lumbosacral pain and the main contributing factor should be explicitly mentioned, and any statements regarding further research should be excluded.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, 
1. Present the literature review in a tabular format, ensuring it includes more relevant and recent research papers that directly relate to the topic of study.

2. Illustrate the research methodology using a flowchart for better clarity and understanding of the procedural steps.

3. Clearly specify the inclusion and exclusion criteria employed in this study for participant selection.

4. In Section 4.1, the author refers to prevalence, whereas the title mentions incidence. Please clarify whether the focus is on prevalence or incidence to ensure consistency throughout the manuscript.

5. If this is an incidence-based study, specify the exact time duration considered by the author for measuring incidence.

6. Revise the results section for clarity, as it is currently confusing. Ensure that the sequence of statements aligns with the tables and figures referenced and that the presentation of data is logical and coherent.

7. Rewrite the discussion section by thoroughly comparing the findings of this study with those of previous research, highlighting similarities, differences, and the implications of these comparisons.
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	Suggested to incorporate more numbers of references
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	Needs Improvement
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	Author’s Feedback

	You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.
Kasa AS, Workineh Y, Ayalew E, Temesgen WA. Low back pain among nurses working in clinical settings of Africa: systematic review and meta-analysis of 19 years of studies. BMC musculoskeletal disorders. 2020 Dec;21:1-1. 
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