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1. Introduction
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2. Method
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2.1 Evaluation of Ergonomic Expert
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2.2 Evaluation of Ergonomic Assessment Tools
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2.3 Statistical analysis
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Table 1. Criteria of kappa analysis

Kappa value Strength of agreement

<0.20 Poor
0.21-0.40 Fair
0.41-0.60 Moderate
0.61-0.80 Good

0.80< Very good

3. Results
3.1 Hit rate Analysis
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Table 2. Results of Hit rate
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3.2 The quadratic weighted Kappa analysis
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Table 3. Results of the quadratic weighted kappa

Checklist ALLA REBA RULA OWAS
Kappa
0.803 0.490 0.627 0.501
Value
Strength Of
Very Good Moderate Good Moderate
Agreement
4. Conclusion
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