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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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  Introduction Enhancement: The introduction could provide more context on the global burden 
of HBV and its specific impact on healthcare workers. Including more recent statistics and studies 
would strengthen the rationale for the study. 

  Detailed Methodology: A more detailed explanation of the questionnaire development and 
validation process would enhance the reproducibility of the study. 

  Results Clarity: The presentation of results could benefit from more detailed statistical analysis, 
such as confidence intervals for key findings. Including more graphs and tables to visually represent 
the data would aid in comprehension. 

  Discussion Depth: The discussion could delve deeper into comparing the study's findings with 
those from other regions or countries. Highlighting successful interventions from other settings 
could provide actionable insights for improving HBV awareness and vaccination rates in the studied 
population. 

  Limitations and Future Research: A more explicit discussion of the study's limitations and 
suggestions for future research would provide a balanced perspective and guide subsequent 
studies. 

References: 

The references are generally sufficient and recent, but additional recent studies on HBV awareness 
and vaccination rates among healthcare workers from similar regions or global perspectives could 
strengthen the literature review. Including studies that specifically address interventions to improve 
HBV vaccination rates in healthcare settings would also be beneficial. 

 

By addressing these points, the manuscript would be strengthened, making it a more valuable 
contribution to the scientific community. 
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