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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 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. 
 

Overall, the manuscript tried to depict an important scenario prevailing in the society i.e, 
knowledge and pattern of use of OTC drugs. However, there are certain sections in the 
manuscript which lacks clarity. I think the researcher needs to focus on those areas to improve 
the manuscript. 

 

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. 

 

There is no mention about the study design & population in methods section of the abstract. 
Please include it. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

It would have been appropriate if the author followed the following chronology while writing the 
‘Methodology’ section of the manuscript: 
Study Design the setting study periodstudy participants inclusion and exclusion 
criteria sample size sampling technique study tool description of the variables ethical 
issues statistical analysis.  
After that proceed on to ‘Results’ section 
 

 

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. 

Regarding scientific correctness, there are certain issues that needs to be addressed: 
1. In-text citations referred to in the text are not in Vancouver Style. Please re-write them 

correctly. 
2. There is no mention about study setting, only study place (i.e different cities of Punjab, 

Pakistan) mentioned. Also from how many pharmacies data were collected is not 
mentioned. 

3. Sampling technique followed in the study has not been mentioned anywhere. Was it 
purposive sampling or convenient sampling or complete enumeration method followed 
? Please mention it.  

4. Table 1: No column heading of the 2nd column of the table is there. So, the table loses its 
feature of being self-explanatory. Also the total % of ‘Marital/Family Status’ variable is 
coming as 100.1%. Please correct it. 

5. In Table 2, (N=  ) is not mentioned in table title 
6. The main essence of the manuscript lies with the knowledge questions that were asked 

to the participants to assess their knowledge domain. However,  there is no mention 
about the knowledge questions/variables anywhere in the manuscript. Associations 
were found between socio-demographic variables and adequate/inadequate knowledge 
but we do not get an idea about what knowledge was tested upon after reading the 
manuscript. 
 

 

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

  References are alright.  
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Yes 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 

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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