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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

The appropriate quality measurements for the testing of a drug are used in the study.
Methods, discussion and the results are relevant for the study. The introduction and
conclusion is also appropriate.
Following some points are missing in the study:

1. Thereview of literature

2. Study period

3. Aim/objective of the study

4. International standards for each of the quality measurements

SUGGESTIONS TO AUTHOR:

Author should include above mentioned points to make the study for impactful and
comprehensive. Sub points given in the abstract are not required, it should be in a
single paragraph with brief of your study. The objective/objectives of the study
should be appear as a separate point just after the review of the literature.

Minor REVISION comments

The utility and need of the study for the society and medicines sector should be
included in the introduction of the study. Specific brand names are not disclosed in the
study, but the reason for the same is not provided in the study. Figure 3 ( Dissolution
profile of five brands of ciprofloxacin 500mg tablet) is not clear as other figures are.

SUGGESTIONS TO AUTHOR:

Author should explain the utility of the study and the disclosure of the brands. If the
disclosure of the brand names is not possible, the reason for the same is to be
mentioned in the study. Figure 3 should be more clear.

Optional/General comments

Overall it’s an informative and significant research study in the field of medicines
quality.
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
Kindly see the following link:

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20
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