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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

1. It will be better to mention the brands of the instruments used evaluation, which will
improve the quality of the work done.

2. Inresults & discussion, procedure & introduction part were described. Author can add
them in methodology part and can discuss only about the results in the “results &
discussion”.

3. Indisintegration time result, Brand B has the highest value, but author has mentioned
as brand A.

4. In assay, Brand A has the lowest but value was not matching with the given value &
value in the table.

Minor REVISION comments

1. The author has followed USP, BP & USP-NF throughout the article. It is better to
follow one Pharmacopoeia throughout the work.

2. Author can also add organoleptic characters (colour & odour) of the brands since
different brands are used for the work.

Optional/General comments

Overall, more focus can be given in the results & discussion part. The research work was
about comparing the evaluation part of different brands, but discussion part was not
correlating with that. Only values of the results are mentioned.
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