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Comments to the Author This study describes the Awareness and Attitude of Clinicians
regarding Pharmacovigilance and the authors found that they have a low-level
knowledge and practising. Some significant points should be clarified: 1- The study was
designed as a cross-sectional questionnaire research and reached similar findings to the
known literature. It could have created a difference if they could have sent the same
questionnaire to the same participants after a while online education programme about
Pharmacovigilance toward same participants. In this way, they could measure whether
adequate education could change physicians' knowledge and attitude about
Pharmacovigilance. Also, a few inquiries should be added which can elucidate why
physicians could not attend the requirement of Pharmacovigilance. Furthermore, the
questionnaire should be translated into English and it should be shared in the article.
2- The discussion has been mainly written on the comparisons between the findings of
the study and previously reported studies. The article has already adequate information
on the numbers acquired from the questionnaire in the results section. Therefore, it does

not need to repeat the same numbers in the discussion. Instead of it, they should focus
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on the chief point of this report. The discussion should be included reasons for the
low-knowledge levels of physicians. 3- Some grammatical corrections have been

emphasized in the article with red colour. Kind regards
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

I had reviewed the article and suggested some revisions. I have evaluated the authors'
response but could not see any major corrections that they have made even obvious
grammatical errors which I had signed with red colour on the article. I had suggested
that the discussion section should be shortened and focused on the chief points of the
study but it was rewritten almost the same. I insist that this study is a cross-sectional
questionnaire research that reached similar findings to the known literature. Therefore, it
does not include any new contribution to the literature. However, I respect the authors'
decision. In conclusion, I would like to leave the last decision to the Editor about

whether the article could accept or not. Kind regards



