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Rating Result
Questions [Poor] 1-5
[Excellent]
1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the
article. 5

Se recomienda solo el titulo en espafiol debido a que el manuscrito se encuentra en
espafiol propiamente.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 5
results.

Completo

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 4
mistakes in this article.

Principalmente de estilo de redaccion y localizacion al segmento o los segmentos
del manuscrito propiamente, es decir, analizar el orden y el lugar en donde se
encuentran algunas de la ideas, argumentos, sustentos, inferecias y demas en el

manuscrito.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5
Completo

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain 5
errors.

Algunos muy pocos sefialados con marcatexto

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 4
supported by the content.

Solo revisar el estilo de redaccion y ubicacién respecto a resultados-conclusion-
discusion.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5

Algunas fuentes no se repiten pero si provienen de la fuente matriz por lo que se




recomienda un poco mas de diversidad.

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :
Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revision needed pA¢

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

Me parece un exceletne trabajo, en general se puede entender la idea, es s6lo que hay
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 5
article.
(Please insert your comments)
Solo afiadir pais. .......una empresa automotriz en México.
2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and
results. 4

(Please insert your comments)
El objetivo indica el qué y el como, hace falta saber el para qué.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 4
mistakes in this article.

(Please insert your comments)

En el resumen dice: estos lugares puede, corregir a plural

En ,Ia_introduccién segundo parrafo utiliza muy seguido”implica”, sugiero un
sindnimo.

Al referirse a Figura o Tabla, que se utilice mayuscula.

En en autor Lamberto anotar afo.

Arana (Arana, 2015). Solo dejar Arana (2015)

Cuidar que los titulos de las Figuras y Tablas queden en la misma pagina.
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6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 4
supported by the content.

(Please insert your comments)
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7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5

(Please insert your comments)

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :

Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revision needed

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):
Pueden enriquecer su trabajo, para que no quede solo en una descripcion.

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:
Definir al revisor bajo que estilo se deben revisar las referencias.

ESJ Manuscript Evaluation Form 2020

This form is designed to summarize the manuscript peer review that you have
completed and to ensure that you have considered all appropriate criteria in your
review. Your review should provide a clear statement, to the authors and editors, of
the modifications necessary before the paper can be published or the specific reasons

for rejection.

Please respond within the appointed time so that we can give the authors timely

responses and feedback.

NOTE: ESJ promotes peer review procedure based on scientific validity and technical
quality of the paper (not perceived the impact). You are also not required to do
proofreading of the paper. It could be recommended as part of the revision.

ESJ editorial office would like to express its special gratitude for your time and
efforts. Our editorial team is a substantial reason that stands ESJ out from the

crowd!

Reviewer Name: Dr. Eliazar Gonzalez
Carrillo

Email:

University/Country: Facultad de Enfermeria y Nutriologia de la Universidad Autonoma de

Chihuahua.

Date Manuscript Received: 29/05/2020

Date Review Report Submitted: 05/06/2020




Manuscript Title: Health and safety characteristics in workers of an automotive company

ESJ I\/IanuscriptNumber:0563/20

You agree your name is revealed to the author of the paper: Yes

You approve, your name as a reviewer of this paper, is available in the “review history” of the paper:Yes

You approve, this review report is available in the “review history” of the paper:Yes

Evaluation Criteria:

Please give each evaluation item a numeric rating on a 5-point scale, along with a
thorough explanation for each point rating.

Rating Result
Questions [Poor] 1-5
[Excellent]
1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the
article. 5

El titulo es acorde con el cotenido del manuscrito.
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adecuaciones.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 2

Se entiende que el tipo de muestreo es por conveniencia de los investigadores pero
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establecen la fuente.

5. Thebody of thepaperisclear and doesnotcontainerrors. 4
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supported by the content.

Si se hace una conclusién y discusion

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5
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