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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

1. Abstract as modified under reviewer’'s comments

2. Introduction

3. Focus of the paper

4. Method a. design
b. sample size determination and sampling technique

The Socio-Demographic Characteristics, Pesticide Usage And Health Status Of
300 Rice Farmers From Region 12 In The Philippines In 2015 Were Assessed And
Determined The Influence Of The Socio-Demographic Characteristics On The Farmers’
Pesticide Usage And Health Status. This Was Done With A View To Describing The
Current Well-Being Of The Farmers As Basis For Recommending Strategies To
Improving Their Farming Practices And Health Conditions. No Material And Method,
Result Is Ok; No Conclusion But Recommendation.

Mode Of Citation Is Not Compliance With Referencing, Citation Is APA (Mode Author And
Year) But Referencing Is Vancouver (Mode Numbering Form). The Paper Adopts Purely
APA Format.

The Focus Is On Occupational Health And Safety. Hence, Could Be Anchored With A
Framework Like Workplace Health Promotion And Safety Model.

- The Design Is A Mixed Methods Combining Both Qualitative And Quantitative
Approaches.

Noted

Corrected the revision

- This Were Not Adequately Presented To Flow As Indicated In The Paper. It should also | Revised
indicate procedure for data collection and data analysis in a abetter form.
- Ensure all each occupies a single page not extending to another.
5. Results - Well compared with current literature.
6. Discussion - Purely APA, no numbering but arrange in alphabetical order and it should be in Done
7. Referencing complete form (look for 18-24)
Minor REVISION comments
As above
Optional/General comments
The paper is good, has contributed to knowledge in the area of occupational health and Noted

safety. It is publishable in any reputable journal but not in the present form.
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