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PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 is important for the scientific community as it addresses a significant research gap in work- related musculoskeletal disorders (WMSDs) within the informal sewing sector in Nigeria, where such studies are sparse compared to formal industries in developed nations. By identifying key risk factors like poor postures, incompatible tools, and long working hours through ergonomic analysis, it provides actionable insights for preventive interventions that could reduce health burdens and economic losses in small and medium enterprises across developing countries. Furthermore, the study's focus on custom tailors in an African context contributes to global occupational health knowledge, highlighting the need for tailored ergonomic strategies in labor-intensive informal sectors to improve worker productivity and quality of life. Overall, it underscores the urgency of expanding research beyond industrialized settings to mitigate WMSD prevalence in underserved populations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable as it accurately captures the study's focus on evaluating WMSD risk factors, their health effects, and the specific population of informal sewing machine operators (custom tailors) in Nigeria. It is concise, informative, and aligns with academic conventions for occupational health research. No alternative is
suggested, as the current title effectively conveys the scope without ambiguity.
	

	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 generally comprehensive, as it effectively covers the background, research gap, objectives, methods, key results (including prevalence rates and significant factors), and implications for ergonomic interventions. However, it could be enhanced by explicitly defining the groupings for dependent variables Y1-Y4 (e.g., Y1 as upper neck, Y2 as lower back) to provide clearer context for the pain locations without needing to refer to the full text. Additionally, a brief mention of study limitations, such as the convenience sampling method, would strengthen its balance and transparency. No major deletions are suggested, though condensing the run-on sentences in the methods description could improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct overall. The methodology employs established tools such as the modified Nordic Musculoskeletal Questionnaire (NMQ) and Ovako Working-posture Analysis System (OWAS), which are widely used in ergonomic studies for assessing WMSDs. The application of multinomial logistic regression to analyze risk factors is appropriate for the categorical dependent variables (Y1-Y4), and the results logically align with occupational health literature, showing high prevalence in neck and lower back areas due to repetitive tasks and poor ergonomics. Interpretations in the discussion are supported by cited studies, and while minor inconsistencies (e.g., reference dates and tool anthropometry mismatches) exist, they do not undermine the core scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent, with a broad coverage of foundational and contemporary sources spanning from the 1970s to 2025, including multiple studies from 2023-2025 that align with the manuscript's focus on WMSDs in sewing operators. The list effectively supports the arguments with global and regional perspectives, though it could benefit from more studies specifically on informal sectors in Africa or Asia for deeper comparative analysis. Suggested additional references include:
Bizuneh, B., & Kidanemariam, B. (2025). Prevalence of musculoskeletal disorders among industrial sewing machine operators and their associated factors. International Journal of Occupational Safety and Ergonomics. DOI: 10.1080/10803548.2025.2506229.
Nabi, M. H., et al. (2025). Work-related musculoskeletal disorders and associated factors among sewing machine operators in garment industries. Risk Management and Healthcare Policy. PMC12276212.
Mahendran, S., & Tiwari, R. R. (2024). Work-Related Musculoskeletal Disorders for Garments-Making
Employees at the Sewing Workplace: A Case Study of Rivatex East Africa Limited. Recent Advances in
Manufacturing & Design.
Seidu, R. K., et al. (2024). Musculoskeletal Disorders Prevalence among Sewing Machine Operators of Sewing Workplaces in Kerman City. Ergonomics Open Journal. https://medwinpublishers.com/EOIJ/musculoskeletal- disorders-prevalence-among-sewing-machine-operators-of-sewing-workplaces-in-kerman-city.pdf.
Das, S., et al. (2023). Prevalence of work-related musculoskeletal disorders and analysis of working posture among sewing machine operators. International Journal of Community Medicine and Public Health, 10(11),
4353-4359. DOI: 10.18203/2394-6040.ijcmph20233456
	


 (
R
e
v
ie
w
 
Form 3
)

 (
C
r
e
at
e
d 
b
y
:
 D
R
) (
C
h
e
ck
e
d
 
b
y
:
 
P
M
) (
A
p
prov
e
d
 
b
y
:
 
M
B
M
) (
V
e
r
s
i
o
n
:
 
3 
(
0
7-
0
7-
2
02
4
)
)

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications in terms of clarity and technical accuracy, as the content is comprehensible and uses appropriate academic terminology. However, it would benefit from minor revisions to address inconsistencies such as missing spaces (e.g., "MusculoskeletalDisorder" should
be "Musculoskeletal Disorder"), grammatical errors (e.g., "disorderswas" should be "disorders was"), and occasional run-on sentences that could improve flow. Overall, with proofreading, it meets the standards for publication, but these tweaks would enhance its professionalism and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript is a timely and relevant contribution to occupational ergonomics, particularly in highlighting WMSD risks in Nigeria's informal tailoring sector, which aligns with emerging 2025 studies showing high MSD prevalence (e.g., 65-91%) in similar garment worker populations globally. To further bolster the discussion, the authors could compare their findings (e.g., 97.1% pain reports) with recent pooled analyses and site-specific studies on low back and neck pain among sewing operators. Additionally, expanding on practical intervention recommendations, such as workstation redesigns informed by OWAS, would enhance applicability for SMEs in developing contexts. Minor improvements include clearer figure captions and a dedicated limitations paragraph addressing generalizability from the Ibadan sample.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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