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	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.


	In general, this study is interesting for researchers and readers, because the focus of the study is related to the manual Kano pulling tool and comparing it with mechanical pulling. To measure the analysis of the cost of pulling the canoe, using human body indicators such as heart rate.
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	This title is appropriate
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	It is necessary to explain why using heart rate (HR) to analyze the cost of pulling a canoe, either manually or mechanically.
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