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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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 addresses an important and practical aspect of healthcare communication — the correct and standardized use of medical abbreviations in clinical practice. In the high-pressure environment of healthcare, where time is critical, the proper use of abbreviations can significantly enhance communication efficiency, documentation accuracy, and patient safety. By compiling, categorizing, and explaining 300 commonly used abbreviations, this paper provides a valuable quick-reference resource for medical students, nursing staff, and clinicians. It also highlights the risks of misinterpretation, making it relevant to drug safety, clinical risk management, and diagnostic accuracy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Common Medical Abbreviations Used in Clinical Practice” is concise, descriptive, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It is suitable and does not require change.
	

	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 abstract is generally comprehensive and covers the introduction, aim, methods, results, discussion, and conclusion. it could be improved by briefly including the methodology source references (e.g., American Health Association database) in the abstract to strengthen credibility. Also, percentages in results should be clarified for better readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, logically structured, and supported by relevant literature. It includes a well-defined inclusion/exclusion criteria and clear categorization of abbreviations. However, minor inconsistencies in formatting (e.g., spacing, capitalisation of abbreviations) should be corrected for professional presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, logically structured, and supported by relevant literature. It includes a well-defined inclusion/exclusion criteria and clear categorization of abbreviations. However, minor inconsistencies in formatting (e.g., spacing, capitalisation of abbreviations) should be corrected for professional presentation.
	

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


	The English is generally clear and professional, but there are occasional grammatical errors
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the paper provides a valuable, structured compilation that can be used as a teaching and reference tool in healthcare. With minor revisions to formatting, grammar, and reference list accuracy, it would be an excellent resource for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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