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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 manuscript addresses occupational health hazards among hotel workers, a segment of the hospitality industry that has high physical demands but is underrepresented in occupational health research, in India. The study generates empirical data on musculoskeletal discomfort using a validated tool, the Nordic Body Map, which strengthens scientific reliability. The findings provide evidence for ergonomic interventions, workplace policy development, and improved safety practices within hotel management. The results can further support public health research, labor welfare initiatives, and industry-based training programs aimed at reducing occupational risks in the hospitality sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and reflects the research focus. For improved clarity and specificity, the following alternative title is suggested:


“Assessment of Occupational Health Hazards and Musculoskeletal Risks Among Hotel Staff in India”
	

	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 covers the key elements of background, methods, and findings. However, it provides excessive detail describing the scoring mechanism of the Nordic Body Map, which can be shortened. A brief quantitative representation of major results (e.g., percentage distribution of risk levels or most affected body areas) is recommended for better clarity. Inclusion of a one-sentence conclusion highlighting practical implications would strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript displays scientific correctness in its use of a validated instrument (NBM) and descriptive methodology. However, the statistical analysis section requires additional explanation regarding how the total occupational hazard scores were computed prior to performing t-tests and ANOVA. Interpretations of non-significant findings should be expanded to discuss possible reasons, such as uniform work conditions or similar exposure levels across demographic groups.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely recent, relevant, and support the context well. Add below references for more clarity in Introductory section:
Required references: 

· Das, S., Patra, S., Danda, S., Mallick, B., Pandey, A. (2022). Working Posture Evaluation of Bus Drivers—Using CMDQ and RULA Technique. In: Chakrabarti, D., Karmakar, S., Salve, U.R. (eds) Ergonomics for Design and Innovation. HWWE 2021. Lecture Notes in Networks and Systems, vol 391. Springer, Cham. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-94277-9_15
· Das, S., Pan, T., & Das, A. (2021). Identification of stress on engineering learners: a cross-sectional study. International Journal of Trend in Research and Development (IJTRD), ISSN, 2394-9333. https://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3964939 
· Das, S., & Mallick, B. (2021). Study on Postural analysis and ergonomic interference on drivers. Available at SSRN 3846861. https://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3846861 
· Das, S. (2021). Ergonomic comparative approach on Transport drivers. Available at SSRN 3857027. https://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3857027 
	

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


	The language is generally acceptable for academic writing, but minor grammatical and structural improvements are needed for clarity. Some terminologies require refinement (e.g., “Pain in the bottom” could be rephrased more academically). Tables and headings could be better aligned and standardized for formal presentation.
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	Improve the jargons and add more technical language. Add references as mentioned above. 
Overall paper is okay. 
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