
 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 

Journal Name: Journal of Pharmaceutical Research International  

Manuscript Number: Ms_JPRI_81126 

Title of the Manuscript:  
Impact of Festives on Weight Gain 

Type of the Article Review Article 

 
 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal‟s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of „lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journaljpri.com/index.php/JPRI/editorial-policy) 
 

 
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 
 

 
 

1. The study as a hole needs a major grammatic, formatting and scientific review. 

There are paragraphs of the introduction and discussion without citations and with 

informal writing. I suggest some orientation from the most graduate author about 

the correct scientific writing and consequent reformulation of these paragraphs. 

The authors can use the “Pathofysiology” discussion topic paragraphs as a model.  

2. Also, the material and methods topic needs more information. I‟m lacking a better 

description of the steps to reach the studies included in the review (inclusion and 

exclusion criterias for example). 

3. There should not be blogspot citations since they are not scientific material.  

4. Standardize the reference list according to the guideline for authors. 
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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) 
 

 
 
 

 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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