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In this manuscript, the authors aimed determine the Prevalence and Practice of
Self-Medication among Nursing Students in University of Tabuk, Saudi Arabia

The topic of this manuscript was attractive and well accordant with the scope of this
journal.
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mistakes in this article.
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The topic of this manuscript was attractive and well accordant with the scope of this
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 5
article.

The title is clear with appropriate structure and important to the nursing field also
the language used was easy, understandable. As the sample size was taken among
female students only it is suggested to add the word “female” to the title to become
“Prevalence and Practice of Self-Medication among female Nursing Students in
University of Tabuk, Saudi Arabia.”

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 4
results.

The abstract summarizes most of the study, includes 5 subtitles and key findings
with an appropriate length (323 wards).

The abstract was not structured with highlighted subheadings (Purpose, Study
Design, Methods

Results and Conclusion)

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 5
mistakes in this article.

The paper is effective, clear and well organized.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

The cross-sectional descriptive and a correlational research designs were employed
effectively with 100% Sampling, and a standardized questionnaire as the main tool
in data gathering resulted in clear and accurate fulfillment of the research objectives

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain 5
errors.

The paper is clear and well organized. It puts into perspective what follows, with
appropriate size for each part. The purpose of the study is clear. The result was
explained in chronological order and the data presented mainly in tables. In the
discussion the authors summarized the results of the study and used similar
previous studies to support their results.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 5
supported by the content.

The conclusions and summary are accurate and supported by the content. It
contains the key findings of the study

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4

The study have good references but they must be alphabetized by the first
author’s last name, you have to follow APA style, in references more than six
authors they included the first followed by “et al” and you should follow the
name of the journal by, volume number, inclusive page numbers, and year of




publication for all references
It's recommended to use up to date references (last 5-6 years).
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Title: The word “female” should be added to the title: Prevalence and Practice of Self-
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Limitations: Include limitations for this study, if any.
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during the last 5-6 years.
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the
article. 4 (Good)

Title is clear and is relevant to the purpose of the study

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and

results. 3 (Average)

- Methods and Results clearly presented.
- Abstract length (preferable to be reduced not to exceed standard word count)

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling

mistakes in this article. 3 (Average)

The manuscript contains slight spelling and grammar mistakes throughout the text,
that requires a review by the author.
- (non-perception medication: needs to be rephrased as non-prescription
medication)

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4 (Good)

- Methods and materials are clearly defined.




- Data collection, ethical approval and data analysis are clearly explained.

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain

eI TOTS. 3 (Average)

- Generally, formatting and font size of body of the paper is clear.
- Proofreading of the whole body is required to be free of grammar and
spelling errors

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 4 (Good)
supported by the content.

Conclusion is accurately presented and supported by the content.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 3 (Average)

- References up-to-date would be more appropriate to consider as there are
several recent studies that exist where the author can cite within the
manuscript.

- Formatting in terms of Font Size and Style (as the author needs to adapt one
font size and style).
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