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	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 is significant for the scientific community because it provides a clearer picture of self-medication behavior in the elderly, which remains an issue in healthcare. The results of this study indicate that elderly people's perceptions of risk severity can influence their decisions to self-medicate. These findings can provide additional scientific evidence for researchers and healthcare professionals in understanding the factors influencing health behavior in the elderly population. Furthermore, the results of this study can also be used as a basis for designing more appropriate health education programs to improve the safe use of medications in the elderly.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Self-Medication: Perceived Severity and Practices Among the Elderly in Selected Municipalities in Iloilo" is essentially appropriate for the article's content because it reflects the research focus, which addresses self-medication behavior among the elderly and the two main aspects studied: perceived severity and self-medication practices. Furthermore, the title clearly identifies the research subjects, namely the elderly, and the research location, which is a municipality in Iloilo. This appropriateness is important because the title provides readers with an initial overview of the topic, the variables studied, and the research context. Thus, readers can easily understand the scope of the research and its relevance to health issues in the elderly population.
	

	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.


	In general, this article's abstract contains the main elements of the research, such as the background of the problem, the research objectives, the methods used, the number of respondents, and the research results and conclusions. Information regarding the descriptive-correlation research design, the use of a survey approach, and the sample size of 186 elderly people also provides a fairly clear picture of the research process. Furthermore, the main findings, indicating a high perceived severity and low self-medication practice, are well-explained, allowing readers to understand the direction of the research findings.

However, there are several things that could be improved to make the abstract more concise and scientifically sound. An explanation of the ethical review process is not really necessary in the abstract, as it is typically placed in the methods section of the main article. Instead, it would be better if the abstract included brief information about the data analysis techniques used to determine the relationship between the study variables. Furthermore, the recommendations section could be shortened to maintain the focus of the abstract on the research objectives, methods, main results, and conclusions. With these improvements, the abstract will be more concise, clear, and more in line with the abstract structure of a scientific article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, this manuscript is scientifically sound, as it includes essential research elements such as objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. The descriptive correlational research design used is also appropriate for examining the relationship between perceived severity and self-medication practices in the elderly. This study has also undergone ethical approval, demonstrating that it was conducted in accordance with ethical principles
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the references used in this article are very relevant, the sources used are also the most recent in the last 5 years, the references used are also from various articles, journals, systematic reviews
	

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


	Overall, the English used in this article is good and clear for scientific communication. The author conveys the research content with sufficient clarity, and the writing flow is well-structured. Overall, the language used is appropriate for a scientific article.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	In general, there are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript. The study also stated that it underwent an ethics approval process before data collection. This indicates that the study adhered to ethical principles in research involving respondents. Therefore, based on the available information, there are no indications of ethical violations in this study.
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