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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 
 

The subject of the manuscript “Biomechanical Evaluation of 
Urban Pruning Activities” The author/authors chosen a 
subject that was related to ergonomy for pruning that is one 
of the urban activities. The subject of the manuscript was 
important and critical for workers that permanently 
employee in the gardens and parks in the urban areas.  
Along with that, some suggestions can be seen in the 
attached file. 

We appreciate the valuable contributions of the 
reviewer.  
We accept most of the suggestions. Corrections 
were made and highlighted in the manuscript. 
L49 - Information regarding age, height, weight and 
experience were not collected in this study. 
L51-52 - detail of the properties of trees, parks or 
gardens where the activities were carried out were 
not collected. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


