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PART 2: 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 commentsi) The paper deals with an important issue in respect toworker safety in the framework of large-scale project.ii)iii) The sections of the paper should reflect the classicalscientific work style:iv)v) - The introduction can include all section 1.x, and 2.1(literature review).vi)vii) - Captions of Figure 1 and Figure 2 are not clearviii)ix) - Methodology section should include all section from 2.2to 4.x)xi) – Reccomendations should be include in the conclusions,but I would recommend a “results and discussion” plus a“conclusion” section.xii)xiii)

I strongly feel that merging the
introduction with section 1.x and
2.1(literature review), would make the
introduction to be too large and boring to
the readers hence I humbly suggest leaving
the separate sections as they are.

The captions on figure 1 and figure 2 are
now clearly stated now with its citation.
See line 166-168.
The methodology section has been reduced

to two (2.1.4 behaviour-based safety

methodology see line 191 and 3.1 research

methodology see line 213 since research

methodology and BBS methodology

subject areas are different. Conclusions and

recommendations have been merged into

one section as you suggested (see line 310)

while results and discussion section still existsas a separate section (see line 236).
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Minor REVISION comments I have found many typing errors, missing spaces amongwords which should be corrected. The typing errors and missing spaces have

been corrected during the major revision of

the paper. I suggest you read through

again.

Optional/General comments


