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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 (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This book chapter addresses a critical occupational health and safety issue affecting healthcare workers in high-risk surgical environments. Needlestick and sharps injuries remain a major source of blood-borne infections, psychological stress, and workforce morbidity among operating theatre personnel. By synthesizing epidemiological evidence, injury patterns, and preventive strategies such as double gloving, blunt suture needles, and hands-free techniques, the chapter provides valuable guidance for surgeons, nurses, infection control practitioners, and health administrators. The write-up contributes meaningfully to patient and worker safety literature by reinforcing evidence-based practices that can reduce preventable occupational injuries in surgical settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes 

The title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the content, population, and clinical setting discussed in the chapter. No alternative title is necessary.
	

	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 well-structured, clearly outlining the background, key findings, and conclusions. However, it would benefit from explicitly stating that the chapter is a narrative literature review and briefly indicating the scope or timeframe of the reviewed literature. A short concluding statement highlighting implications for surgical practice and occupational safety policy may further strengthen the abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are extensive, relevant, and authoritative, including key guidelines and high-quality peer-reviewed studies. However, the majority of citations are older, with limited inclusion of studies from the past five years. The addition of a small number of recent (2020–2024) systematic reviews or global occupational health studies would improve the contemporary relevance of the chapter.
Author may  read this article, which is relevant to this current work: 
	

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

	The language is generally appropriate for academic and professional audiences. Minor grammatical errors, spelling mistakes, and punctuation issues are present and should be addressed through careful copy-editing to improve clarity and readability.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
The chapter is well-organized and logically structured. Tables are relevant and informative, though formatting consistency should be checked. The conclusion appropriately distinguishes between interventions supported by strong evidence and those with weaker evidence. Inclusion of a brief section on future directions or implications for surgical training, particularly in resource-limited settings, could further enhance the chapter.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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