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PART  1: 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 comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
YES 
 
 
 
YES 
 
COMPLIANCE WITH MEDICATIONS AMONG RENEAL PATIENTS 
 
YES 
 
YES 
 
 
YES ,BUT AUTHOR SHOULD INCLUDE SOME  CURRENT IN REFERANCE  
 
  DISCUSSION PART NEED TO ADD MPREREFERENCESS  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
YES 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Title: Review Comments - Compliance with Medications among Renal Patients 
 
Inclusion of Current References: The author has done an excellent job discussing the topic of 
medication adherence in renal patients. However, current references must be included in the study 
to guarantee that the material offered is current and relevant. Incorporating contemporary studies 
and conclusions will increase the research's credibility and usefulness. 
 
Improvements to the Discussion Section: The discussion section should include more references to 
back up the assertions and findings stated. To compare and contrast the results and put the current 
findings into context, it is critical to refer to prior research and studies in the subject. The discussion 
will become more extensive and well-rounded as a result. 
 
MPR (Medication Possession Ratio) Bibliography: It is suggested that references or information on 
Medication Possession Ratio (MPR) be included in the study. MPR is an important indicator for 
assessing medication adherence that could offer great value to the research. Incorporating MPR 
references and explaining its consequences on medication adherence among renal patients will 
improve the study's relevance and thoroughness. 
 
Overall, the author has made an excellent attempt to investigate the problem of medication 
adherence among renal patients. However, include recent references and greater support in the 
discussion section, particularly mentioning MPR, is strongly encouraged to increase the study's 
quality. By addressing these issues, the study will provide useful insights into drug adherence in 
this unique patient population. 
 
Discussion Portin requires to add some research and comparison to the current work. 
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PART  2:  
 

 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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