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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript focuses on an important issue for healthcare workers and patient safety. It assesses the level of knowledge and adherence to safety procedures among health workers in Ebonyi State, Nigeria. Understanding factors that impact healthcare workers' adherence to safety protocols is critical for developing effective interventions and guidelines. The study findings provide valuable insights into how demographic and job-related characteristics relate to knowledge and behaviors. This can help identify groups that may benefit from additional training or support. Overall, the manuscript explores a socially significant topic and contributes meaningful data that could help inform efforts to strengthen safety practices and reduce healthcare-associated infections.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article "ASSESSMENT OF KNOWLEDGE AND ADHERENCE TO SAFETY PROCEDURES AMONG HEALTH WORKERS IN EBONYI STATE" is suitable. It clearly indicates that the study aims to assess the knowledge and adherence to safety procedures among health workers in Ebonyi State, Nigeria. The scope and focus of the study is accurately captured in the title. I would not suggest an alternative title as the current one adequately summarizes what the article is about.
	

	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 of the article is reasonably comprehensive. It briefly introduces the background, objectives, methodology and key results of the study. 

A few additions could help improve the abstract:

· Mentioning that 322 health workers across 13 general hospitals in Ebonyi State were surveyed provides more methodological detail.

· Include some additional results. For example, a brief statement summarizing the high level of knowledge but varying adherence across gender and education levels uncovered in the study findings.

· Concisely state the main conclusion. As it stands, the abstract does not explicitly state the conclusion, only that implications of low adherence among some groups could increase infection rates. Explicitly concluding that the study found overall high adherence but room for improvement in some groups would help tie things together.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes, the subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. The manuscript follows a typical structure for a research paper in the field of health sciences.

The key sections and structure are:

· Abstract - Provides a high-level overview of the study objectives, methodology, key results and conclusions.

· Introduction - Outlines the background and context for the study, including definitions of key terms and review of relevant literature. Research questions/objectives are stated.

· Methodology - Clearly describes the research design, population, sampling techniques, data collection instruments and methods of data analysis used.

· Results - Presents the results of the study in a clear and organized manner through tables, figures and descriptive text as appropriate. Answers the research questions.

· Discussion - Interprets and discusses the key results and findings in the context of the literature review. Explains implications.

· Conclusion - Summarizes answers to research questions and conclusions that can be drawn from the study.

· Additional relevant sections like references, appendices etc. have not been included as only the core manuscript text was provided.

Overall, the manuscript follows a logical flow and includes all the necessary sections to report on the research conducted. The structure and subsections are appropriate for communicating the research study and results in this domain.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript on assessing knowledge and adherence to safety procedures among health workers appears scientifically robust and technically sound for several reasons:

Firstly, it employs a cross-sectional survey research design which is well-suited for collecting data on knowledge, attitudes, and practices across a population at a single point in time. This rigorous study design allows for meaningful statistical analysis.

Secondly, the manuscript demonstrates thorough methodology with description of population, sample size determination, data collection instruments that were validated for reliability, as well as appropriate use of statistical tests like mean, SD, chi-square and ANOVA to analyze results.

Thirdly, comprehensive results are presented systematically in tables providing clear insight into levels of knowledge and adherence across demographic factors. Extensive reporting of statistical findings also lends credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	Some key points on the references:

· Most of the references date back to 2008-2017, with a few from 2021-2023. It would be better to include more recent references from the last 5 years to ensure the literature reviewed is up-to-date.

· Some additional recent references that could be considered including:

Alhawajreh, M., Paterson, A., & Jackson, W. (2023). Impact of hospital accreditation on quality improvement in healthcare: A systematic review. PLOS ONE, 18. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0294180.

Kanyal, D., & Ghewade, B. (2023). A protocol to study the impact of implementation of National Accreditation Board for Hospitals & Healthcare Providers (NABH) standards among health care workers in a tertiary care hospital in India. F1000Research. https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.141807.1.

Powell-Jackson, T., King, J., Makungu, C., Quaife, M., & Goodman, C. (2023). Management Practices and Quality of Care: Evidence from the Private Health Care Sector in Tanzania. Economic Journal (London, England), 134, 436 - 456. https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4198214.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	While the paper provides useful empirical research on an important topic, there are some aspects of the language and writing style that could be improved:

· The writing is quite dense and lacks clarity in parts. Breaking it up into shorter paragraphs with clear topic sentences would help readability.

· Some sentences are long and complex, making them difficult to follow. Simplifying the sentence structure would improve comprehensibility.

· Consistent formatting of tables and sections according to scholarly standards would increase professionalism (e.g. APA or MLA style).

· Spelling, grammar and punctuation appear mostly accurate but could benefit from careful proofreading.

· Key terms are not always defined clearly on first use. Including brief definitions would support readers from different disciplinary backgrounds.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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