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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? Yes, the given manuscript impart knowledge in scientific community
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title) Yes, title of the article is suitable

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Yes, in manuscript it is appropriate
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
Yes, in manuscript is scientifically correct
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of

additional references, please mention in the review form. Yes, references sufficient and recent but author can add recent reference of 2024 also

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Minor REVISION comments

1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly Yes, Language English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
communications?

Optional/General comments 1.In the Introduction section, authors should highlight about the available marketed products of
Valproic acid Oral Solid Dosage Formulations

2. The author could add some cartoon figures as schematic illustration of the mechanism of drug
release

3. | realize that Bioavailability of tablet form are of great popularity, but the reader expect to read an
correlation of oral bioavalibility of drug with that of parentral in result discussion section.

4.ln Table 10. Comparative value of RP8 doesn’t match with values given for same
formulation as given in Table 06
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