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Reviewer’'s comment

|  SUGGESTIONS: |

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part
in the manuscript. It is mandatory that
authors should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments
AB ST RACT .. e e eaaens
TablesS 1, 2 aNd 3.oeueeii e

Line {32} ‘L type risk assessment
MALFIX oo

Lines {35, 36,
Lines {58,59} :
..... %28 Ca0, %6.5 SiO,, %42 B,03 and %23.5 H,0...............

Lines {127-

. . So, the risks of occupational accidents and... are quite high......
Review spaces between/among words and/or adjust letters dimensions!
Define “L type risk...” before using this specific expression.....

Review and clarify statements.

Review text !

Line {169}...administrative personal; on the contrary,

Corrected as suggested

Corrected as suggested (as much as
possible)
Corrected
citations)

as suggested (added new

Corrected as suggested
Corrected as suggested
Corrected as suggested

Corrected as suggested

Optional/General comments

| consider the present paper or article a very important
study in order to promote protection and preventive
actions in order to avoid a serious occupational illness!

Authors thank to the reviewer for his/her
positive and constructive comments.
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