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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write few sentences regarding the 
importance this manuscript for scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The manuscript is good for the society purposes, because it’s the collection of data and representation 
of data in Excel form. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 
The title is perfect as per the content mentioned in the article, Towards Effective Healthcare 

Delivery: An assessment of Public Perception of Pharmacist’s role in Nigeria. 

 

 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest addition (or deletion) of some points 
in this section? Please write your suggestions 
here. 

 

The abstract explain the complete work, included abstract, aim, background, method and results.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The subdivision is not perfect kindly do and summarized it as per the journal guidelines.  

Please write few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust 
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences 
may be required for this part. 

Towards Effective Healthcare Delivery: An Assessment of Public Perception of Pharmacist’s Role in 
Nigeria" is a study that aims to evaluate the public's understanding and appreciation of pharmacists' 
contributions to healthcare in Nigeria. Scientifically, the study's correctness hinges on its methodology, 
including the design of surveys, sampling techniques, and data analysis. If the research employs 
rigorous statistical methods, comprehensive data collection, and unbiased interpretation, it can provide 
valuable insights into the public perception of pharmacists. Such findings can help in identifying gaps in 
awareness and inform strategies to enhance the visibility and effectiveness of pharmacists within the 
healthcare system in Nigeria. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestion of additional references, please 
mention in the review form. 
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References sufficient and recent, kindly set the reference as per the journal site.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
The English quality is good checked from the springer grammar checker. Must be sufficient not 
changes required in the quality of English. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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