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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The manuscript is clear and well written, it will be of interest for readers of “Journal of 
Pharmaceutical Research International”, for which I suggest publication after some minor 
comments reported below: 
 
Although the number of the samples in this study is very low, but it is reasonable the 
authors concluded that the use of Budesonide is rare in their region. 
 

1. It is recommended explaining more why the study on prescribing pattern of 
budesonide nebulizer and budesonide nasal is important.  

2. Please clarify why the authors conduct the research just on “nebulizer and nasal 
spray”. 

3. It is recommended mentioning some of the side effects of Budesonide in the 
paragraph 1 of the “Introduction” to clarify why its prescriptions requires medical 
attention. 

4. The authors should consider using more peer reviewed papers as references 
comparing to the organizations’ protocols and websites. 

5. Also, in the “Results and Discussion” section, a comparison of the results with the 
literature would be beneficial. 

6. In the first paragraph of the “Introduction”, reference number 1 used twice, please 
make it one and mention it at the end of the paragraph. 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1. It is recommended to remove the nationality of the patients in the Table 1, as it 
does not contribute to any conclusions in this study. 
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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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