Review: Ethics of Clinical Research. An Islamic Perspective JIMA #5512
Overall this is a well written review which will be of value for readers interest in the topic. Specific suggestions are below, and are in the order in which they appear in the artcicle.

Abstract

1: Add “clinical” to “research” in the first line.

2: Replace “has to” with “usually”

3: Last line of para type, “thee” should be “these”

Keywords. Why is Declaration of Helsinki chosen when most of the article discusses COMS?

4: The first section of the article should be labeled “Introduction”. The first two para starting with “Clinical research is an…” are very poorly written. This is the section that has to attract readers attention to continue with the whole article. Why all this talk of medical education in this intro when medical education hardly comes up again? The first para is composed of 4 sentences. It is unclear if these are the personal opinions of the author, or quotation of a source as the 4th sentence has a reference. The first para could be best removed and the article would do better to start with the second para. This is not an article about how to encourage research among residents, or to encourage research in Muslim counties but about ethics.

5. In my document many of the references are a mess and simply identified by boxes, and not numbers for example last line of second para.

6. To of page 3 starts with “The Declaration…” Declaration does not need a capital D. Also it is not clear which declaration is being referred to.

7. Is the second para of page 3 which starts as “In the field of..” a direct quote from a another document. If so it needs to be in quotation. However I think it can be removed altogether as the points are discussed in detail later.

8. The fourth para of page 4 can be written much better, or example by introducing the term before the explanation. “The term beneficence refers to a basic tenant of Islamic law of securing benefits for people and to protect them from harm.” Also no need for quotations around the terms .

9. A number of documents are introduced, and the whole article is centered on COIMS without any explanation as to why COMIS was chosen.
10. page 4, para 6. There is a period missing after “….not cause harm.”

11: Guideline 20 and 21 need to be in bold as the rest are.

12: What is the section “Integrity in Clinical Research” on page 12? Is it guideline # 22?

13. Overall the guidelines read well and appear to have been written earlier, and with greater care. The intro and the conclusion seem to have been hastily thrown together to make it an article.

14. Was this initially an academic paper for some other purpose that has been adapted as a submission to JIMA? This is OK as long as there are no copyright or self-plagiarism issues.
15. There are many articles on the ethics of biomedical research, what makes this one special is the Islamic perspective. As the various guideline are discussed it would be very helpful if the areas in which the Islamic guidelines differ from CIOMS are clearly highlighted. This is done to some degree in number 14, but needs to be addressed in each guideline in a very clear manner. If in the authors opinion there are no differences, or variances as the author states then this should also be made clear.
