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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. Arethe 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)

1- Yes, the manuscript is important for the scientific community as the authors aimed to see the
picture of self-medication regarding the use of generic drugs among students at the Faculty of
Medicine and the non-medical faculty students of the Indonesian Christian University, class of
2018. They, specifically, wanted to reveal what the picture of self-medication of students is
based on, how they get drugs, how they get information about drugs, how they choose them as
well as students’ accuracy in carrying out self-medication regarding the use of generic drugs.

2- 1 think that the title needs to be more concise, | suggest, for example: Overview of Self-
Medication on the Use of Generic Drugs in students of Faculty of Medicine and those with other
specialties.

3- Yes, the abstract of the article comprehensive and covers the most important aspects of the
paper.

4- Yes, the structure of the manuscript is appropriate. The authors provided complete information in
the introduction, however, | see that it is very long and needs to be shortened. It also needs
more organization as some ideas are repeated.

5- Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. However, the English language writing throughout
the manuscript needs improvement.

6- Yes, the references are sufficient but recent ones are few, | think the addition of more recent
references would be an advantage. Moreover, some references are incomplete (18, 20, 22, 28).
In addition, the font of some references needs to be adjusted.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

No, | see that the English language writing throughout the manuscript needs improvement. There
are many grammatical and linguistic structural mistakes that need to be revised.
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