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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
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mention them in the review form. 

  

Is the language/English quality of the article 
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Comments to author(s) 

1. The manuscript critically lacks proof reading, and requires extensive grammatical and typological 
error.  
2. Few of the lines are repeated in the introduction, mainly related to uses and application of 
cefpodoxime.  
3. Add full text of abbreviation in first place and don't repeat the full text of an abbreviation if it's already 

been used once. 

4. Why author mentioned “there were no colorimetric methods developed for CFP using NQS and 
PDAC reagents” but the title suggest they developed only visible spectroscopic method? 
5. Discuss the criteria for selection of concentrations of NQS reagent (0.5, 50, 0.1%) PDAC reagent 
(0.1, 0.2%), HCl (Conc. HCl 3 drops, 0.1 N, 1 N) for this study. 
6. Update Bibliography as per the journal’s guidelines. 
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