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Compulsory REVISION comments
1- The objectives of the paper are too broad and need to be well identified, also a hierarchical revision to
the flow of ideas presented in the objectives/introduction needs to be reconsidered.
2- The methodology used in the paper is not clear.
3- the definition of medical ethics needs to be placed before the constitutes of medical ethics, and to be
logically linked with the rest of the part 2 components.
4- Aot of variables were presented to study their impact on healthcare in the objectives part, but in the
discussion/conclusion only ethics and professionalism were stated.
Minor REVISION comments
1- A serious adjustment of capitalizing, punctuation, and verbs tenses are required.
2- Repetitions need to be removed (on account, like in this present work, ...)
3- Missing nouns (is, are...) and verbs (do, does, ...) in the text body makes meaning ambiguous.
Optional/General comments
1- The theory needs to be based on a good literature review with more and recent references.
2- The paper debates an interesting topic and could be integrated more in the scopes of the journal if the
author(s) involved ethics in the pharmaceutical field as well.
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