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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
Ans: Yes.

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
Ans: Looks good to me.

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

Ans: Yes.

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Ans: Yes.

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
Ans: Yes.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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Overall article is good.

1. In my opinion, this article looks more of review article because there are many versions of
this article

https://mjphm.org/index.php/mjphm/article/download/671/118/
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/348317165_ Elderly_Taxi_Drivers_Evaluation_of_Driv

ing_Posture_in_Malaysia Using Rapid Upper Limb Assessment RULA Approach
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