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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

The results section of the abstract needs to be revised to
be more informative and to support the conclusion. The
percent of several conditions are given for exposed
workers but no information is provided about the
unexposed workers so that the reader can determine if
they are higher in exposed workers. Also the abstract
states that levels of the contaminants were statistically
significantly higher in exposed workers. It would be
helpful to provide levels or information on the difference.

Grammar, punctuation, and capitalization needs to be
checked as there were several errors throughout which
are distracting.

Minor REVISION comments

The following sentence in the results needs to be moved
to the discussion section: “This study provides evidence
that exposure to fumes and dust encountered during the
process of printed circuit board manufacture, increases
the risk of respiratory complaints.”

Optional /General comments

Some of the phrasing seems awkward, e.g., in the
abstract “...investigations as Lead, Cadmium, serum
copper and zinc levels were measured.” Suggest “...and
levels of lead, cadmium, cooper and zinc were measured.”
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