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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment

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

[23] - “relate to this” - | am not sure what that you are referring to, please reword.
[48] — you need to define backpack palsy syndrome.

[98] — You say max load at 10-15% body weight, but the articles in your introduction
seem to indicate problems at that weight. How did you choose 10-15% body weight?

[135] — how did you get the average waist size?
[170] — how did you get a comfort rating? This should be written into your methods.

[176] — how did you measure the feet pressure. This should be written into your
methods.

[181] — how did you measure whether subjects chose the standard or ergonomic
backpack? How did you ensure that the subjects would not be influenced by the
fact that they were in a study?

The writers seem to have researched the previous work done on backpacks, but they fail to
show how their study was performed. Once that information is added, then this paper can
be reassessed

Minor REVISION comments

[72] - this is usually called methods and procedures.

Optional/General comments

This article could use an edit for English grammar and spelling.
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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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