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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Experimental part

1.

2.

o

© N

10.

11.

12.

It is important to add the reference substances OMZ, ESO and PAZ with their purities
(Point; 2.2. Page 2 line 35)

Specify the volume in ml of the solution of OMZ, ESO and PAZ used (At point 2.4. Page
3 line 6)

2.5.1. The temperature of the water bath treatment for 5min is not specified (Point: 2.5.1.
Page 3 line 19)

Result

The excitation wavelength must be the same everywhere, In all the paper the excitation
is at 352nm, except for the results part it becomes 350nm. Even if the difference
between the two figures is not big, it must be the same everywhere. (Item: 3. Page 3 line
36)

Uniform legend presentation in Figures 1, 3-6 as an example

Point: 3.1 Effect of reaction variables can be replaced by optimization of reaction
conditions

Compared to the temperature, the results are not presented (Point: 3.1.4 Page 5 line 24)
Validation approach is not well elucidated()

In a comment, it is said that the method is selective, this should not be said for this case
because there is no result which demonstrates it. The interference study has not or is
not the subject of the results available in this paper. (Item: 3.3. Page 8 line 40)

With respect to the application of the method in analysis, Table 3: Origins of
pharmaceutical preparations , contains the compagny . . (Item: 3.3. Page 9) . This is
a statement that should not appear.

Point 4. Pages 11 stoichiometries: this point must come just after optimization before
linearity

The discussion should be more referenced. The references are almost all in the
introduction

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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