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Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscripts looks at worker’s safety that is very important in work environment. 
This portrays the importance of science in all works of life. In this regard, science will always play a key role in making decisions regarding safety in work environments.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Very suitable
	

	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.
	Comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Structure of sections are correct. Topic is scientifically trendy, thus ok. 
	

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

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Regards to the research methodology, the selection criteria do not quite state what criteria were used employed to select the 50workers sampled for the study. Was it age, longevity in work, etc. that aspect should be looked at. Not necessarily definitions but criteria. 

The research instrument section does not justify why questionnaire was used, and not maybe interviews or focused group discussions conducted in collecting data. 
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