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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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical yet underexplored occupational health issue affecting healthcare workers—Chronic Venous Disease (CVD). By systematically evaluating the prevalence, risk factors, and management strategies specific to this workforce the manuscript sets a foundation for future research aimed at developing tailored strategies to reduce the physical and economic burden of CVD in healthcare settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.

	

	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.


	Yes. The abstract of the article is well-structured and comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and accurate for its approach, methodology, and conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are appropriate, sufficient, and up to date. No additional references are required at this time.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article appear to be suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured, scientifically sound, and suitable for publication. No general comments at this time.
The study is well-written, scientifically sound and having very good clarity for readers. The methodology is very appropriate and conclusions are well supported by the data. I have no concerns and recommend the manuscript for publication without revisions.
The objectives are clearly stated, the literature search strategy is comprehensive, and the findings are presented with clarity. The study addresses an important occupational health issue, with practical implications for healthcare systems. The conclusions are supported by the evidence reviewed. Overall, the manuscript contributes meaningfully to the existing body of knowledge and is suitable for publication.
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