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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 
 

 
Though the author mentioned that there is no conflict of interest and it is just a study for the 
advancement of knowledge, the author should have mentioned few points regarding the 
degradation of Imatinib mesylate in the introduction section.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The title of the study is “Method Development and Validation of Degradation Studies of 
Imatinib Mesylate by UHPLC”.The author concluded that UHPLC is the reliable method for 
regular quality control. But the conclusion does not contain any points regarding the 
degradation studies. So for better understanding of the article, the author can quote few 
points regarding that.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
It is known that both UPLC and UHPLC are same. The author mentioned UPLC in the 
contents and UHPLC in the title part. This may confuse the readers. So if the author wants 
to mention it as UPLC, she/he can give the similarity in a bracket. 
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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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