Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Pharmaceutical Research International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JPRI_151831

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Development and Validation of ADR Awareness and Reporting Questionnaire in the Context of Pharmacovigilance in India

	Type of the Article
	Original Research article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript addresses gap in pharmacovigilance research by developing a structured questionnaire to assess awareness and reporting of adverse drug reactions. 

Availability of a validated tool is needed for generating reliable data. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable

To improve clarity, the title could be revised to:

Development and Validation of an ADR Awareness and Reporting Questionnaire for Pharmacovigilance in India

	

	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.


	Abstract is good.

 State the target population  in methods


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. Use of established validation techniques-Face Validity Index (FVI), Lawshe’s Content Validity Ratio (CVR), Content Validity Index (CVI), Kaiser–Meyer–Olkin (KMO) test, and Cronbach’s alpha is correct and justified.

But,  font size and spacing is not uniform.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are no references in discussion. If there is any previous study on this, compare your findings with that study. 

Many references are repeated- check the repetitions and delete them- change intext citations also accordingly.

All current references are appropriate, relevant, and drawn from well-established methodological and psychometric literature. But inclusion of 1–2 recent (last 5 years) studies on pharmacovigilance questionnaire development or ADR reporting tools could strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes

The language is generally clear, formal, and suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is understandable and logically structured. Minor grammatical issues, typographical errors, inconsistent spacing, and formatting problems (e.g., symbols, hyphenation, and punctuation) are present in some sections and tables. A careful language edit or professional proofreading would improve clarity and overall presentation.


	

	Optional/General comments


	With minor improvements like clearer acknowledgment. limitations, small refinements in language-the study would be suited for publication. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No, Not applicable
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