
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

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

 
Journal Name:  Journal of Advances in Medical and Pharmaceutical Sciences 
Manuscript Number: Ms_JAMPS_50249 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Estimation of drug pharmacokinetics from breastfeeding: a simple method based on meta-analysis 

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: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 
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 
 

 
Article title: Looks fine and interesting 
 
Abstract  
Recommendations are missing in the abstract 
Full Text Article 
 
Adhere to scientific writing 
Data Collection 
Nil 
Data Analysis: 
Nil 
Results 
Nil  
Discussion: 
The discussion section looks informative, however it needs strengthening by making it 
more integrative. 
References 
Researcher to adhere to the referencing format recommended by the journal in question 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Need to adhere to scientific writing avoid using the word “ We” instead authors. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Nil 
 
 

 

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



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

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

Kindly see the following link:  
 
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20 
 
 
 

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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 


