
	Journal Name:
	International Neuropsychiatric Disease Journal

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_INDJ_150169

	Title of the Manuscript:
	PREVALENCE AND PRECUSORS OF COMPASSION FATIGUE AMONG HEALTH WORKERS AT LEVY MWANAWASA UNIVERSITY TEACHING HOSPITAL IN LUSAKA, ZAMBIA

	Type of the Article
	



	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 an important and under-researched topic in the field of neuropsychiatry and mental health, particularly within the context of low- and middle-income countries. Compassion fatigue among healthcare workers has significant implications for mental well-being, quality of care, and health system sustainability. By focusing on a major teaching hospital in Zambia, the study provides context- specific evidence that contributes to the limited African literature on compassion fatigue. The findings are
valuable for clinicians, hospital administrators, and policymakers involved in workforce mental health and occupational well-being.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the content and objectives of the study. Minor suggestion: The word “Precursors” could be replaced with “Predictors” or “Contributing Factors” for improved academic clarity, but this is optional.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and clearly outlines the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions of the study. However, minor improvements are suggested:
Briefly mention the study design (cross-sectional descriptive study) explicitly.
Clarify that burnout (ProQOL subscale) was used as an indicator of compassion fatigue. Minor language editing is recommended to improve clarity and flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of its objectives, research design, data collection, analysis, and interpretation. The use of the ProQOL scale for assessing burnout is appropriate and well justified. The methodology aligns with the study objectives, and the findings are logically presented and discussed in relation to existing literature. However, the study would benefit from clearer differentiation between qualitative and
quantitative components, as the data analysis includes substantial quantitative elements.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and largely recent, with several sources published within the last five years. The literature cited is relevant and appropriately supports the study’s background and discussion. No mandatory
additional references are required, though minor formatting consistency in the reference list is advised.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is understandable but contains numerous grammatical, spelling, and stylistic errors. Examples include:
Spelling errors (e.g., “precusors” → “precursors”, “empthy” → “empathy”) Repetitive sentence structures
Inconsistent tense usage
Recommendation: The manuscript requires professional English language editing before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript presents valuable findings, but clarity and academic rigor would improve with: Better organization of sections
Reduction of repetition
Clearer distinction between results and discussion Improved formatting of tables and figures
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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