
 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

 
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Research in Infectious Diseases  
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJRID_123508 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Knowledge, Awareness, and Attitude of PharmD Students on Antimicrobial Stewardship- A Report 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 
 

 



 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

 
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 a few sentences regarding the importance of 
this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you 
like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

I like this manuscript because of the following reasons; 
1. It helps to enhance Antimicrobial Stewardship Programs (ASPs) to create awareness 

among all medical professionals. 
2. This will also help to optimize the use of antibiotics. 
3. It also brings awareness and understanding of antimicrobial stewardship which will 

directly impact their ability to prescribe or recommend appropriate medicine. 
4. This will also contribute to educational policy and curriculum design which create 

clarification and importance about antimicrobial stewardship education. 
 

 

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

 

 
-YES 

 

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

 

 
-YES 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

 
    -YES 

 

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

This manuscript appears to be scientifically robust and technically sound because of this 
following reasons 

- It chooses best topic regarding Antimicrobial Stewardship and antimicrobial resistance 
(AMR), which is one of the major public health concerns worldwide. 

- Firstly, it chooses a well-established design which is appropriate for assessing a 
randomized sample of PharmD students of different academic years from three 
different Pharmacy colleges. 

- It uses proper protocol for sample collection by using consent Google Forms having a 
structured questionnaire assess the knowledge, awareness, and attitude of PharmD 
students toward AMS. 

- It uses an appropriate statistical analysis. 
- It follows ethical standards by taking approval for the study from the Institutional Ethics 

Committee of Apollo Hospitals in Chennai. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention 
them in the review form. 
- 

 
-Sufficient 
I would like to suggest to keep all references in Vancouver style.  
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
-YES 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Few  corrections are required; 
I would like to suggest to 

- To check research article once and correct the all references. 
- Please remove comma (,) before a word (and) as you put comma most often in a 

sentences. 
For eg; its significance in patient care, and the available testing methods 

- Use apostrophe (‘) at correct place 
For eg. students'  
It should be student’s. 
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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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