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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This study highlights a simple, low-cost ergonomic intervention for farmwomen in soybean harvesting. This five year data from frontline demonstrations were useful evidence on productivity gains and drudgery reduction. It contributes to agricultural ergonomics, extension practices and women focused technologies, which makes it relevant both for researchers and practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. But it could be: “Field Evaluation of Ergonomic Multi-Purpose Mittens for Drudgery Reduction in Soybean Harvesting”
	

	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.


	The abstract is clear and structured, but it is heavy with numbers. I suggest focusing on the main outcome (% reduction in skin irritation and average % increase in area harvested) and summarizing the rest more briefly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but the analysis is limited. Since each participant was observed under both treatments, basic paired statistics (eg. Paired t-test or non-parametric equivalent) could be applied. Variability measures (SD/SE) should also be reported. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are adequate, but some are older and not directly linked to the main focus. I recommend adding more recent studies on ergonomic interventions in agriculture.
	

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


	The language is generally clear. Minor tightening for conciseness is suggested.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a valuable study with strong practical relevance. Explicitly acknowledging limitations (sample size, descriptive analysis, lack of randomization) will strengthen the discussion.
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No major concerns
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