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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	This study is valuable because it highlights an important occupational health issue affecting healthcare workers in a resource-limited setting. By focusing on hazards, injuries, and reporting practices, the paper brings needed attention to gaps in workplace safety, training, and access to protective equipment. Such evidence is crucial for managers and policymakers to develop better occupational health policies that protect frontline workers. This work also contributes to the global discussion on healthcare worker safety and could inspire similar studies in other parts of Africa and beyond
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and descriptive. It directly reflects the focus of the research and the study location. However, a slightly shorter version could improve readability for international readers. For example:

“Occupational Hazards and Injuries among Healthcare Workers in Ahafo Ano North Municipal Hospital, Ghana”
	

	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.


	The abstract outlines the background, methods, results, and conclusion, which is good. However, it can be improved by clarifying that most injuries were physical rather than infections, as this is an interesting finding.

In addition, simplifying wording for better flow would also improve the abstract. For example, “Failure to address operational injuries result to apathy…” could be “Failure to address workplace injuries can lead to apathy and reduced work morale.” Overall, the abstract should clearly highlight the main gaps and what the study recommends.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally, yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The sectional design is appropriate for describing the situation about occupational hazard. Sampling and data analysis methods are well-explained. Limitations, such as the use of convenience sampling and self-reporting, are recognized, which adds transparency. However, there are some areas to tighten: The conceptual framework could be summarized more briefly, with a clear link back to how it guided the analysis. The discussion section could compare findings to more international studies for broader context. Some statements could be supported with more precise citations instead of general references.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are relevant and show a fair mix of local and international sources. A few references could be updated with more recent WHO or ILO guidelines on occupational health. For example:

· WHO. Protecting health workers from COVID-19 and other infectious diseases: a WHO policy brief (latest version)

· ILO. Global Strategy on Occupational Safety and Health (2022)

These would strengthen the recommendations and connect the findings to global policy standards.
	

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


	Overall, the English is understandable but there are many long, awkward sentences and grammatical slips that reduce clarity. For example:

“Failure to address operational injuries result to apathy…” should be “results in apathy.”

“Health care workers are embattled at the healthcare environment…” could be “Healthcare workers often face hazards in the workplace…”

I recommend proofreading for grammar, sentence flow, and word choice. Simple, clear sentences will make the paper stronger.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study addresses a topic of practical importance for improving healthcare worker safety. It provides valuable local evidence on physical hazards, PPE shortages, and under-reporting of injuries. Before publication, I encourage the authors to:

· Shorten long paragraphs and repeat points only once.

· Proofread carefully to fix grammar errors and awkward expressions.

· Clarify conclusions with actionable recommendations linked to the findings.
Overall, this paper is a good contribution that can inform managers and policymakers on how to better protect frontline health workers.
The study is valuable and presents original findings. With moderate revisions—particularly in writing clarity and literature updating—it would make a strong contribution to the field of public health nursing and infection control.
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