
 

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_84537 

Title of the Manuscript:  
Dexamethasone, interleukin 6, LTB4, and the endocrine gland are the real battles for COVID-19: our molecular docking, physiological, and immunological 
explanations 

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.journaljamps.com/index.php/JAMPS/editorial-policy ) 
 

 

http://ditdo.in/jamps
https://www.journaljamps.com/index.php/JAMPS/editorial-policy


 

Review Form 1.6 

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

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 
 

 
I. Grammar, punctuation, or structure mistakes in the article 

This paper has several errors in grammar/language structure, and punctuation:  
(a) The abbreviation et al appears to be lacking punctuation. Consider changing “et al” with 

“et al.” 
Note: Make the same changes throughout the manuscript. 

(b) On page 14, second paragraph, lines 6 and 7, the sentence “Aside from their effect on 
normal leukocyte dispersion” appears to be an incomplete sentence. Consider rewriting 
the sentence or connecting the fragment with another sentence. Note: It may be a 
continuation of the previous sentence. If so, then replace ". Aside ..." with ", aside ...." 

II. Comments from reviewers on the writing format and content of the article 

In the Article Title  

The article title should be informative and contain highlights from finding the article content. 
Avoid using possessive adjectives like your/our/my/his/her/their. Please consider changing 
the title of the article. 

In the Abstract subsection  

(a) The abstract subsection generally contains the research background, objectives, 
methods, and findings explicitly. Therefore, you need to add the research objective, 
research methods used, and the research findings (explicitly) in the Abstract 
subsection. Please complete it. Thank you 

(b) The number of words in the Abstract is limited, generally 150 words to 250 words. In 
comparison, the number of words in the abstract subtitles in your manuscript is 294 
words. Please adjust the maximum words in the Abstract in your manuscript not to 
exceed the general normal limit and adjust it to the Journal of Advances in Medical 
and Pharmaceutical Sciences template format. Thank you 
Note: The Abstract should be short and concise but explain the overall idea: research 
background, research objectives, research methods, and research findings. 

In the Keyword subheading 
In international articles, keywords generally contain a maximum of 6 words/phrases. While, 
in your manuscript, the keyword consists of 9 words or phrases. Please, revise it. 
 
Note: General Format of Writing Structure in Article Manuscripts 
The main sub-section of your article structure consists only of Introduction and Conclusion. 
Generally, the main part of the structure of a scientific article consists of subsections: 
Introduction, research methodology, results and discussion, and conclusion. Therefore, 
please adjust your article writing by following the standard article structure. 

In the Introduction subsection  

(a) Each figure/table must be accompanied by a description (explanation or description in 
words clearly and in detail). Please, provide a description for Table 1 and other Tables 
or Figures that have not been described. 

(b)  What needs to be discussed in the Introduction subsection include:  
* Research background (why the topic is essential). 
* Gap analysis (what previous researchers have done and what needs to be done in 
this study). 
* Related Works (Related works need to show that previous related work is different 
from your current research. So you show that your article has the power and novelty of 
research that has never been studied before). Therefore, unrelated articles need to be 
described in the Introduction subsection; please move them to other related 
subsections (research methodology subsection and results and discussion 
subsection). Meanwhile, please add incomplete descriptions in the Introduction sub-
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section (also in the research methodology sub-section). Thank You 

In the Conclusion subsection 

The research conclusion subsection must also be accompanied by an explicit affirmation of 
the novelty of this research, not just a description of research findings and suggestions for 
further research. (optional) Please consider stating research findings that are new to this 
research (findings that previous researchers have not studied) explicitly. Thank you. 

In the References subheading  
I do not see you using references published by the Journal of Advances in Medical and 
Pharmaceutical Sciences. The Journal of Advances in Medical and Pharmaceutical 
Sciences is an open-access journal, so you can easily get the latest references in PDF files 
and related to your knowledge. Please cite at least two articles from the Journal of 
Advances in Medical and Pharmaceutical Sciences. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

   
 
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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