

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Disease and Health: Research Developments

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_5207

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Impact of Interprofessional Collaborative Care on Health Disparities: Roles of Pharmacists in Chronic Disease Management

	Type of the Article
	BOOK CHAPTER





	PART  1: Comments


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

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 looks at a very important area that is usually ignored when it comes to comprehensive and efficient patient care. It further highlights importance of such interprofessional collaboration in chronic non-communicable diseases management like addressing disparities, economic relevance and health outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	I suggest the word “inter-professional” should be replaced with “muti-professional” care teams
The title can be reviewed to reflect what type of chronic diseases. For example, I see chronic non-communicable diseases highlighted- diabetes, hypertension and hyperlipidaemia. These are chronic “non-communicable” diseases. Non-communicable should be introduced, as no chronic “communicable” diseases were looked at like Tuberculosis, HIV, Leprosy etc.
	

	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.

	The result needs to show the statistical evidence on relevance of pharmacist involvement in the care teams.
The conclusion needs to highlight in particular the role of the pharmacist and how it improves outcome.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript has not convincingly showed correlation between pharmacist involvment and the highlighted outcomes or impacts.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are relatively adequate.
	

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

	
The langauge is relevant and adequate for scholarly communication



	

	Optional/General comments

	
Author will need to review and reflect accepted reviews.


	






	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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