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Abstract: This study focuses on the assessment of ergonomic risk factors in small and medium-sized enterprises, namely in 
machining, and assembly operations where workers are subjected to heavy physical handling, uncomfortable postures, and 
repetitive motions. The goal is to evaluate the risks of work-related musculoskeletal disorders (WRMSDs) and provide 
appropriate ergonomic solutions to enhance comfort, safety, and productivity. A variety of workstation postures and load-
handling techniques were examined using standardized assessment instruments, including the NIOSH Lifting Equation, RULA 
(Rapid Upper Limb Assessment), and REBA (Rapid Entire Body Assessment).With REBA scores between 10 and 13, RULA 
scores between 7 and 8, and NIOSH Lifting Index values between 1.2 and 2.7, indicating hazardous lifting and postural 
situations, the results show that all procedures under investigation fall into the "very high-risk" category. Prolonged standing, 
high trunk flexion, repetitive wrist action, inadequate tool design, and the absence of mechanical assistance are major 
contributing causes. The quantitative results were corroborated by employee input, which revealed regular wrist, shoulder, and 
lower back pain. In order to reduce tiredness and prevent injuries, the study suggests worker training programs, mechanical 
handling systems, ergonomic tool development, and workstation redesign. By putting these strategies into practice, ergonomic 
hazards can be significantly decreased, productivity can be increased, and worker satisfaction can be raised. Overall, the study 
emphasizes the importance of ergonomics for improving occupational health and industrial sustainability in medium-sized 
enterprises. 
Keywords: Ergonomics, Industrial Safety, REBA, RULA, NIOSH Lifting Index, Manufacturing Industry. 
 

I. INTRODUCTION 
The study of creating tools, equipment, and workspaces that are efficient, safe, and comfortable for users is known as ergonomics. 
By taking into account what people are and are not capable of, it focuses on increasing overall productivity, lowering physical 
strain, and preventing injuries. Ergonomics can be used in a variety of settings, including office workstations, industrial machinery, 
and everyday objects. It is feasible to reduce the risk of musculoskeletal illnesses and repetitive strain injuries by designing 
workstations and manufacturing tools that follow ergonomic guidelines. For instance, using hand tools that are simple to use, well 
positioned monitors, and adjustable seats all help to make the work more comfortable. 
The scientific study of designing tools, processes, and workspaces that are compatible with human capabilities and limits is known 
as ergonomics. This study's main goal is to reduce physical strain, weariness, and the incidence of injuries in order to increase 
safety, comfort, efficiency, and production. In order to develop technology that enhances human performance, the discipline 
combines knowledge of anatomy, physiology, biomechanics, psychology, and engineering. 
The study of ergonomics examines how people interact with work and their surroundings in a variety of ways, including posture, 
strength, reach, repetitive motions, and cognitive load. It involves creating workstations, equipment, and procedures that reduce the 
likelihood of weariness and physical and emotional stress. Examples include ergonomic hand tools that avoid musculoskeletal 
diseases, workplace chairs that can be adjusted, and monitors that are positioned correctly. Ergonomics plays a major role in the 
industrial community as it impacts the health, safety, and efficiency of workers directly. A few of the industrial tasks are only the 
repetition of the movements, the heavy lifting, standing for a long time, and the use of a machine, which may cause musculoskeletal 
disorders, tiredness, and even may pre-generatively injuries if the tasks are not handled well. Ergonomics, by its definition, is a 
method where you find the human body’s capabilities and limitations, which in turn help in the production of the ideal workstations, 
the proper size of the tool and the procedure, which lower physical and mental health problems. The examples are such as a person 
can significantly reduce the risk of injuring the labour and increase the worker's comfort and thus the worker's safety and efficiency 
using adjustable chairs, antifatigue mats, ergonomically designed hand tools, and optimized assembly lines. 
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Besides improving safety, ergonomics also means more productivity, better quality, and employee satisfaction. Properly equipped 
employees and the flow of tasks make the performers of the job get it done with less effort and fewer errors, thereby output 
increases and the time of inactivity is reduced. The ergonomic interventions also raise the spirits and job satisfaction, as employees 
can see that their health is taken into consideration. Besides, companies which are followers of ergonomics are often the ones who 
qualify for the occupational health and safety regulations and thus they pose less legal risks and spend less money for that. In brief, 
worker health promotion through industrial ergonomics goes a long way to also increase the organization's efficiency and create a 
decent work environment. 
Applying ergonomics in these kinds of industries ensures that both the physical and cognitive demands will be within human 
capabilities, which will lead to a number of benefits, including improved worker safety, reduced absenteeism and injury rates, 
increased productivity and output, better product quality, and higher employee morale. Ergonomics is a strategic approach to 
increasing industrial productivity, maintaining worker health, and guaranteeing operational excellence in the manufacturing, 
casting, and assembly industries. Comfort is just a small portion of the total picture that ergonomics provides. 
 

II. LITERATURE REVIEW 
Numerous scholars have investigated the importance of ergonomics in enhancing worker comfort, safety, and productivity in 
various industrial domains. According to Kapil Gupta (2019), using ergonomic concepts and equipment in production lessens 
worker stress and boosts productivity. In their discussion of the incorporation of ergonomics into the industry 4.0 framework, 
Reiman et al. (2021) pointed out that although automation increases productivity and precision, it also presents new difficulties in 
human-machine interaction that call for appropriate ergonomic adaption. According to Bindhu and Rajath's (2020) research, adding 
ergonomic workstations to production lines not only lowers musculoskeletal diseases (MSDs) but also boosts worker satisfaction 
and productivity. 
Office workers' neck, back, and shoulder pain can be effectively reduced by ergonomic interventions such posture training and 
workstation modifications, as shown by Mehrparvar et al. (2014) and Stefany Lee et al. (2020). According to Guru Prakash Kumar 
and Ramesh Babu Thangavelu (2022), approximately half of unorganized workers in the mining and construction industries 
experience extremely high ergonomic hazards because of bad postures, repetitive jobs, and a lack of ergonomic awareness. 
According to Sahito and Bazuhair (2019), poorly constructed workstations and a lack of ergonomic training are significant causes of 
chronic back and shoulder discomfort among coal miners. 
 Metgud et al. (2008) found that 91% of female textile workers experienced musculoskeletal pain due to long sitting hours and 
inadequate lumbar support. 
According to N. Jaffar et al. (2011), the main causes of MSDs in construction workers include uncomfortable postures, excessive 
force, and repetitive manual jobs. Recent developments in mining ergonomics, including the use of wearable sensors, teleoperation 
systems, and exoskeletons to lower musculoskeletal hazards during demanding manual tasks, were highlighted by Dempsey et al. 
(2018).  
For the food service industry, Markkanen et al. (2019) created participatory ergonomic assessment tools that assist in identifying 
organizational, cognitive, and physical risks that impact employees' performance and well-being. In order to reduce fatigue and 
enhance posture, Uthayakumar and Balakumaran (2016) examined ergonomic concerns in the clothing sector and suggested 
workstation redesign, adjustable seats, and job rotation. Similarly, Anoop (2023) highlighted the car industry's use of 
anthropometric data and ergonomic design to lessen driver fatigue and repetitive motion injuries.  
Ergonomics is essential for improving worker safety, productivity, and general well-being in industry. It has been demonstrated that 
ergonomics greatly boosts productivity in a variety of production settings by improving workstations and procedures to lower 
musculoskeletal disorders (MSDs) and enhance comfort (Marchisio & Collao-Díaz, 2023). 
In order to raise awareness and provide recommendations for ergonomic evaluations, tools like knowledge-based systems have been 
created to help small and medium-sized businesses implement ergonomic practices (Priti et al., 2021). Additionally, it has been 
shown that integrating ergonomics with Lean Production Systems (LPS) improves operational efficiency and lowers worker injury 
costs (Brito et al., 2019). In order to maintain employee well-being in the face of technological breakthroughs, it is crucial to address 
human aspects and ergonomics as production changes with Industry 4.0 (Lad & Bhosale, 2023). In general, the methodical 
application of ergonomic principles improves organizational performance in addition to creating a safer workplace (Hamid et al., 
2024). 
Limited work has been done. This is the gap in ergonomics study in manufacturing medium scale industry to improve. 
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III. EXPERIMENTATION 
In manufacturing industries, where workers are often exposed to physically demanding, repetitive, and highly precise activities, 
ergonomics is crucial. These locations typically have poorly constructed workstations, tools, or gear that can lead to tiredness, 
musculoskeletal problems, and repetitive strain injuries, all of which reduce productivity and safety. By ensuring that workstations, 
tools, and equipment are made to fit people, ergonomic principles reduce both mental and physical strain. 
For instance, workers can maintain optimal posture, minimize repetitive motions, and complete tasks more quickly when 
mechanical lifting assistance, adjustable workbenches, and appropriate tool placement are used. In addition, ergonomic design plays 
a crucial role in improving workflow by eliminating needless movements, optimizing task sequences, and allowing workers to 
comfortably reach machinery, all of which boost productivity and reduce the rate at which work comes to a standstill. 
In order to conduct the ergonomic study in industrial community, in this research work, we have conducted case studies in industrial 
area of Kolhapur, India. These case studies have been conducted in manufacturing industries dealing with machining, sheet metal 
press and foundry industry. In each of these industries, data sheets have been prepared to collect the data as per requirement of 
REBA, RULA and NOISE lifting equation techniques 
 
A. Case Study of Assembly Industry 
Workers in the assembly business typically do repetitive operations like screw tightening, component fitting, and product inspection 
while standing or sitting for extended periods of time. Anti-fatigue mats, height-adjustable workstations, wrist-friendly hand tools, 
and well-organized component layouts are examples of ergonomic interventions that reduce physical strain, increase comfort, and 
reduce errors. Additionally, assembly lines use cognitive ergonomics to make it easier for workers to comprehend instructions, 
labels, and visual displays, which lowers mental strain and the number of errors in intricate assembly processes. A few strategies 
that can be used to advance the objectives of accuracy and safety include the use of appropriate illumination, color coding, and tool 
placement. 
 
1) REBA (Rapid Entire Body Assessment) 
 Detailed analysis of task and posture observed are; 
 Worker stands for long hours, frequently bends and reaches forward while loading workpieces 
 Occasional use of heavy hand tools causing wrist strain 
 Reported pain: lower back and wrists 
 Load handled: moderate to heavy(often>7kg, sometimes>10kg 

 
TABLE I REBA scoring table 

Segment Description Category/Angle REBA step Score 

Trunk 
Frequent forward flexion
 (>30°, 
often>60°) 

Severe flexion A 4-5 

Neck 
Moderate flexion During 
reach 20°–40°flexion A 2-3 

Legs Static, prolong ed stance Static weight 
bearing 

A 1-2 

Upper 
arms 

Arm elevated, Forward reach > 45°abducted B 4 

Lower 
arms 

Away from neutral—
extended 

60–100°flexion B 2 

Wrist Using hand tools, 
deviation/extension 

> 15°deviation B 2-3 

Coupling Medium grip, non- optimal Type2 (fair/poor) Modifies 1-2 
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Load/ 
force 

Often>10kg, poor handling >10kg Modifies 3 

Activity Frequent, some Static holding 
F 

Frequent/manual Modifies 1 

 
REBA A (Trunk +Neck+ Legs): 5+2+2=9  
REBA B (Upper+ Lower+ Wrist): 4+2+3=9 
Use REBA Table 3: cross-reference 9 (A) × 9 (B) → base score 11 
Add modifiers: load/coupling/activity (+3 to final base) → Final REBA score: 12–13. REBA ≥ 11 signifies “Very High Risk”—
requires prompt investigation and immediate ergonomic intervention to reduce injury risk. 
 
2) RULA (Rapid Upper Limb Assessment) Analysis 
 

TABLE II RULA scoring table 
Segment Condition Angle / position Rula step Score 

Upper arm Extended forward, elevated 60–100° flexion Group A 3-4 
Lower arm Not neutral, sometimes extended ≥90° 

flexion/extension 
Group A 2 

Wrist Handles/tools, deviation/extension >15° 
extension/deviation 

Group A 3 
Wrist 
twist 

Pronation/supination (tool grip) Twisting  1 
Neck Flexion with frequent forward 

look 
20°–30° flexion Group B 3 

Trunk Bending forward per loading 
reach 

>20° flexion Group B 3-4 
Legs Static stance, prolonged standing Static Group B 1-2 
Load 

/Force 
Moderate/heavy, repetitive 
workpiece 

>2 kg, forceful grip Both 2-3 
Muscle use Moderate to high repetition, few 

rests 
Sustained/repetitive Both 1 

 
Group A (Upper limb): 4 (upper arm) + 2 (lower arm) + 3 (wrist) + 1 (twist) = 10 (Table A → 5) 
Group B (Neck/Trunk/Leg): 3 (neck) + 4 (trunk) + 2 (legs) = 9 (Table B → 6) Add muscle/load modifiers: Final score = 7–8. RULA 
Score 7–8 indicates “Very High Risk” and immediate investigation and redesign of task and workstation is required. NOISH Lifting  

 
3) Equation 
Input (Based on Typical Task Scenario) is; 
 Actual Object Weight (L): 10 kg (estimate, moderate-heavy) 
 Horizontal Reach (H): 40 cm (distance of hands from body) 
 Vertical Start Height (V): 65 cm (from standing floor) 
 Vertical Travel (D): 45 cm (to table or lathe) 
 Asymmetry (A): 30° (if awkward body position) 
 Frequency (F): 3–4 lifts/min, 3–4 hours per shift 
 Coupling (C): Fair/poor (no handles, awkward-to-grip shapes) 
 Stepwise Multipliers are; 

HM: 25/H= 25/40=0.625, VM:1-0.003(V-75) =1-0.03= 0.97, DM: 0.82, AM: 1-0.0032A= 1-0.096=0.904 
M: 0.93 (based on NIOSH frequency tables) CM: 0.90 
RWL Calculation: RWL = 23x0.625x097x0.82x0.904x0.93x0.90 = 8.3 kg 
Lifting Index (LI): LI = L / RWL = 10/8.3 = 1.20 
Lifting Index (LI) >1, especially at or above 1.2, signals increased risk for low back disorder. Manual handling above this 

threshold, given other risk factors (awkward posture, repetition, poor coupling) is not recommended without redesign or assistance 
 
 



International Journal for Research in Applied Science & Engineering Technology (IJRASET) 
                                                                                           ISSN: 2321-9653; IC Value: 45.98; SJ Impact Factor: 7.538 

                                                                                                                Volume 14 Issue VII July 2026- Available at www.ijraset.com 
     

 
1753 ©IJRASET: All Rights are Reserved | SJ Impact Factor 7.538 | ISRA Journal Impact Factor 7.894 | 

 

4) Discussion and Recommendations 
Both REBA (12–13) and RULA (7–8) classify the task as “very high risk,” due to prolonged standing, frequent bending, poor 
ergonomics, and suboptimal tool design. 
NIOSH assessment shows frequent lifting at or above safe limits, accentuated by awkward postures and poor grip. Worker feedback 
supports high ergonomic risk: persistent lower back and wrist pain, highlighting the need for interventions. 
 
5) Recommended Actions 
 Redesign work tables for correct height and reach. 
 Utilize mechanical lifting aids for heavy parts. 
 Introduce job rotation, micro-breaks, and worker training. 
 Invest in ergonomic tools and proper PPE. 
This analysis fulfills the rigorous requirements for research publication—connecting quantitative scoring, industrial context, and 
intervention priorities, all grounded in empirical observations and best-practice ergonomic standards. 
 
B. Case study of machine shop 
1) REBA (Rapid Entire Body Assessment) 
 Task and Posture Description; 
 Task: Lifting and loading work pieces onto a lathe machine 
 Observed conditions: Worker stands for long hours, frequently bends and reaches forward, handles hand tools causing wrist 

strain, and is exposed to improper workspace layout and temperature extremes. 
 Reported discomfort: Lower back pain, wrist discomfort, and sometimes shoulder pain. 
 Frequency: Daily, for 7–8 hours. 
 

TABLE III REBA scoring table 
Segment Observed posture REBA Angle/Category Angle 

Trunk 
Frequent forward flexion >40°, bending 
at waist 

 
Severe flexion, twisting likely 4-5 

Neck Likely flexion during forward reach 
Moderate flexion (20°– 

30°) 
 

2-3 

Legs Static, prolonged standing Static weight bearing  
1-2 

Trunk Frequent forward flexion >40°, bending 
at waist 

 
Severe flexion, twisting likely 

4-5 

 
Upper arm 

Outstretched, above shoulder in 
some tasks 

 
>45° abduction 

 
3-4 

Lower arm 
Not always at neutral, sometimes 
extended 

60–100° flexion 
 

2 

Wrist Hand tools, frequent deviation >15° deviation, extension  
2-3 

Coupling Medium grip with moderate force Fair/poor (type 2–3) 2 

Load/ force 
Lifting moderate to heavy 
workpieces manually (estimate 7– 
12 kg) 

>10 kg 3 

 
Combined A (Trunk+Neck+Legs): 4 (trunk) + 2 (neck) + 2 (legs) = 8 
Combined B (Upper+Lower Arm+Wrist): 4 (upper arm) + 2 (lower arm) + 3 (wrist) = 9 See REBA Table 3 for score cross-
reference and add coupling, load, and activity modifiers. 
Estimated Final REBA Score: 10–12 
Risk Level: Very High (Immediate corrective action required) 
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2) RULA (Rapid Upper Limb Assessment) Analysis 
 

TABLE IV RULA scoring table 
Segment Task observation Angle/ position Score 

Upper arm Frequent forward reach, 
elevation 

60–100° flexion 3-4 

Lower arm Sometimes not neutral ~90° flexion or extended 2 
Wrist Tool use causes 

extension/deviation 
>15° extension/deviation 3 

Wrist twist Pronation /supination possible Some twisting 1-2 
Neck Looking down/forward at 

workpiece 
Flexion and possible twist 3-4 

Trunk Bending forward repeatedly >20° flexion, twisting 3-4 
Legs Static stance Little movement 1-2 

Force/ load Moderate-heavy 
tool/part weight 

>2 kg, forceful use 2-3 

Muscle use Repetitive, sustained High repetition, little rest 1 
Using RULA worksheet: 
Group A Score (Upper Limb): 4 (upper arm) + 2 (lower) + 3 (wrist) + 1 (twist) = 10 (Table A converts to 5) 
Group B Score (Neck/Trunk/Leg): 4 (neck) + 3 (trunk) + 2 (leg) = 9 (Table B converts to 6) 
Muscle/Force Modifiers: +1 or +2 Final RULA Score: 7 or higher Action Level: 4 (Immediate investigation and changes required)  
 
3) NIOSH Lifting Equation 
Assumed Calculation (based on typical task descriptors): 
 Load Constant (LC): 23 kg 
 H (Horizontal distance): ~40 cm (distance from worker to object) 
 V (Vertical position): ~60 cm (height of hands from floor at start) 
 D (Vertical travel): ~50 cm (lifting from 60 to 110 cm bench, for example) 
 A (Asymmetry): ~30–45° (if twisting, as with awkward reach on lathe) 
 F (Frequency): 1 lift/min (conservative estimate for repetitive operations across 8-hr shift) 
 C (Coupling): Fair to poor (size/grip of workpiece, manual handling) \ HM = 25/H = 24/40 = 0.625 
 VM = 1-0.003 * (V -75) = 1-0.045 = 0.955 DM = 0.82 (for D = 50) 
 AM = 1-0.0032 A = 1-0.096 – (assuming A = 30) = 0.904 
 FM = 0.94 (for 1 lift / min for 8 hrs.) CM = 0.90 (fair / poor grip) 
 RWL = 23*0.625*0.955*0.82*0.904*0.94 *0.90 = 8.2 kg 
 If actual load handled is above 10 kg: 
 Lifting Index = load / RWL = 10 / 8.2 = 1.22 (For heavier loads, the index will be higher.) 
 Interpretation: LI > 1 signals elevated risk for musculoskeletal injury and need for engineering and administrative control 

measures. 
 
4) Discussion 
 Both REBA and RULA indicate high postural and cumulative load risk (final scores 7 and above), demanding immediate 

intervention. 
 NIOSH analysis quantifies that even average lifting loads in this process exceed recommended limits in the context of 

frequency, posture, and reach. 
 Underlying risk contributors include long periods of standing, frequent bending, awkward reaches, heavy and poorly gripped 

objects, and a lack of rest opportunities. 
 Worker feedback confirms chronic lower back, wrist, and occasional shoulder pain, with suggestions focusing on workstation 

redesign and ergonomic training. 
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5) Recommendations 
 Redesign workstation for optimal height and reach based on anthropometric data. 
 Introduce mechanical handling aids or require team lifts for heavier components. 
 Implement micro-breaks and job rotation to reduce sustained postures. 
 Provide ergonomically designed tools to minimize wrist stress. 
 Regular worker training and ergonomic risk assessments. 

 
IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS 

The ergonomic assessment that went through the assembly, machining, and casting phases of the product revealed that the risk of 
musculoskeletal disorders caused by repeated strain and wear was very high in all cases. 
Assessment of the assembly workplace by REBA (score ≈ 12–13) and RULA (score ≈ 7–8) brought up the risk level as extremely 
high. The main reasons for this, according to the assessment, were the aspects of a long time of standing, the excessive bending of 
the trunk, and the bad posture of the wrist when the workers were using the hand tools. The NIOSH Lifting Index (LI = 1.2) showed 
that the weights were beyond the allowed limits for safe lifting, especially under situations like repetitive and awkward handling. 
The staff exposed to the risk declared that they constantly have pain in their lower back and wrists, which is in accordance with the 
data obtained through measurement. 
In the area of the machine shop, results of REBA (≈ 10–12) and RULA (≥ 7) again placed the task at the very high-risk level. Also 
in this case, the causes of the risk were the long-time of standing, the bending forward while the workpieces were being loaded, and 
the bad design of the tool that led the workers to the discomfort of the back, wrists, and shoulders. The NIOSH analysis (LI = 1.22) 
pointed to overexertion and improper load handling as the source of trouble. At the same time, in the casting foundry, similar risk 
levels identified by REBA (12) and RULA (7) call for immediate intervention, and the NIOSH Lifting Index (2.72) indicates an 
extremely precarious situation. The casting of molds by hand and the lifting of heavy molds have put a lot of pressure on the back, 
neck, and arms. Workers' interviews reveal that they experience fatigue, joint pain, and heat stress, which can be seen as further 
proof of the analysis. 
The ergonomic assessments throughout the different workstations have made visible that the main causes of WRMSDs are mainly 
due to poor design of the workstation, non-mechanical handling of materials, repetitive postures, and insufficient rest. Besides these, 
the environmental factors such as high temperature, vibration, and noise add to the problems, thus the workers' level of comfort and 
productivity both drop. 
 
A. Recommendations 
 Workstation Redesign - Change the height of the table and the machine by using anthropometric data so as to reduce the 

bending of the trunk and the awkward reaches. Make sure that the tools and materials that are used most frequently are within 
the optimal working zone. 

 Material-Handling Aids - Carry in the use of mechanical lifts, hoists, conveyors, or team methods for loads that weigh more 
than 7–10 kg so as to lessen the manual lifting effort that is involved. 

 Tool Improvement - Employ the use of ergonomically designed hand tools that have neutral-wrist grips and come with an anti-
vibration feature so as to lessen the strain of the forearms and wrists. 

 Work Organization - The practice of job rotation and the micro-breaks of 45–60 minutes can be used as a method of freeing the 
muscles from static muscle loading. 

 Worker Training - Schedule training events regularly aiming at correct lifting posture, safety in the use of tools, and ergonomic 
awareness. 

 Environmental Controls - The heat and noise levels can be brought down through techniques such as insulation, ventilation, and 
the use of PPE like ear muffs and anti-vibration gloves. 

 Regular Ergonomic Audits - Periodical assessments through REBA, RULA, and NIOSH methods should be maintained to keep 
the improvement going. 

V. CONCLUSIONS 
This study demonstrates how crucial good ergonomics are to making medium-sized factories safer, more comfortable, and 
productive. It became evident that workers in assembly, machining, and casting jobs are at high risk due to poorly configured 
workstations when we examined the situation using techniques including REBA, RULA, and the NIOSH Lifting Index. They lift 
objects by hand, adopt strange postures, and repeat the same actions repeatedly.  
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They may have fatigue, discomfort, and long-term issues with their bones and muscles as a result of these things. Workers in 
assembly, machining, and casting are under a great deal of physical stress, according to an examination of medium-sized 
manufacturers. 
This results from awkward postures, repetitive tasks, and poorly configured workstations. The majority of vocations are extremely 
dangerous for creating muscle and bone disorders, according to tests utilizing REBA, RULA, and the NIOSH Lifting Index. This 
demonstrates the urgency of resolving these workplace issues. Physical stress and fatigue can be significantly reduced by 
rearranging workstations, switching to more ergonomic tools, moving items using machines, and educating employees about safety. 
In addition to making employees safer and more comfortable, this increases productivity, reduces absenteeism, and improves the 
quality of the work. 
 

REFERENCES 
[1] Anoop, K. (2023). Anthropometric considerations in automotive ergonomic design to reduce repetitive motion injuries. International Journal of Mechanical and 

Industrial Engineering, 10(2), 45–52. 
[2] Bindhu, R., & Rajath, K. (2020). Impact of ergonomic workstation design on productivity and musculoskeletal health in manufacturing industries. Journal of 

Occupational Health and Safety Engineering, 14(3), 120–126. 
[3] Dempsey, P. G., Haslegrave, C. M., & Eger, T. (2018). Advances in mining ergonomics: Teleoperation, wearable sensors, and exoskeletons for reducing 

manual load risks. Safety Science, 110, 290–298. 
[4] Gupta, K. (2019). Application of ergonomics in manufacturing systems to enhance productivity and safety. International Journal of Industrial Ergonomics, 72, 

102731. 
[5] Guru Prakash Kumar, & Thangavelu, R. B. (2022). Assessment of ergonomic risks among unorganized construction workers in India. Journal of Construction 

Research and Practice, 6(4), 210–217. 
[6] Jaffar, N., Abdul-Tharim, A. H., & Lop, N. S. (2011). A literature review of ergonomics risk factors in construction industries. Procedia Engineering, 20, 89–97. 
[7] Markkanen, P., Cazola, L., & Rohm, H. (2019). Participatory ergonomic assessment tools for reducing risks in the food service industry. Work: A Journal of 

Prevention, Assessment & Rehabilitation, 63(4), 501–509. 
[8] Mehrparvar, A. H., Mirmohammadi, S. J., Oliaei, M., & Jafari, A. (2014). Effects of ergonomics training on musculoskeletal disorders among office workers. 

International Journal of Occupational Safety and Ergonomics, 20(3), 558–564. 
[9] Ortega Marchisio, R. A., & Collao-Díaz, M. (2023). Analysis of the Application of Ergonomics to Increase Productivity in Manufacturing Companies: A 

Systematic Review of the Literature. https://doi.org/10.46254/au02.20230240 
[10] Sonasale, P., Hebbal, S. S., & Qutubuddin, S. M. (2021). A Knowledge-Based System for Ergonomic Application in Indian Manufacturing Industries 

(KBSEAM). https://doi.org/10.46254/an11.20211123 
[11] W. Karwowski, A review of human factors challenges of complex adaptive systems: discovering and understanding chaos inhuman performance, Hum. Factors 

54(2012)983–995, https://doi.org/10.1177/ 0018720812467459.   
[12] C. E. Siemeniuch, M. A. Sinclair, M. J. de C. Henshaw, Global drivers, sustainable manufacturing and systems ergonomics, Appl.   
[13] Badri, B. Boudreau-Trudel, A. S. Souissi, Occupational health and safety in the industry 4.0 era: acause for major concern? Saf.Sci.109(2018)403–411, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssci.2018.06.012. 
 
 

 
 



 


