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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 article is technically sound and scientifically robust enough for publication in any respected journal. 
It investigates the effect of women’s working conditions in Brinjal harvesting, on their MSD health, 
focusing on factors that are generally disregarded in agricultural communities, that is, the protection of 
various parts of the body during various agricultural operations. The use of the RULA tool, gives more 
credence to the findings. 

 

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

 

NO! The title talks of ‘Brinjal Cultivation’ but the study focuses on ‘Harvesting’ which is just one of the 
operations in the cultivation of the crop. 
 
Suggested Title:  
Drudgery Assessment of Farm Women in Brinjal Harvesting: A Focus on Postural and 
Occupational Health Challenges 

 

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. 

 

 
Yes, It is comprehensive enough 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes, the subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate  

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. 

Scientifically, the manuscript is correct, However, the author speaks of the research design being an 
‘Exploratory Design’, though the entire work especially with respect to data collection and analysis 
clearly points to an ‘Explanatory Design’ based on quantitative data and not qualitative textual data 
which characterise exploratory studies. 
The author should correct this error.   

 

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

Some of the references date more than 10 years.  The author should search various data bases and 
replace these references with more recent ones. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

Yes, but a few corrections are suggested in the commented version of the article uploaded. 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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