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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

With the video, the moment of work is recorded, 
with the position and angle of work. This 
biomechanical analysis is more secure and the 
results are not in doubt with the OWAS method. 
The trawl activity, classified as type 3, 
requires action and this becomes easier 
knowing where to act, investing energy and 
resources at the crucial point. 
The joints of the knee and ankle presented what 
was already expected, since the manual work 
requires this type of movement. 

In the pruning activity with ladder was observed the 
occurrence of greater compression in the spine than in 
the pruning activity without ladder, is there another tool 
option? 

There are more suitable machines for urban 
pruning, however they have high costs, so in some 
cases they are not adopted in practice, as verified 
in the company analyzed. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The research appears to be a good structure for collecting 
information and analyzing results. 
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his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

 
 
 

 
 


