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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 submitted manuscript to the AJOCS which entitled “DEVELOPMENT OF FORCED DEGRADATION AND 
STABILITY INDICATING STUDIES BY RP-HPLC METHOD FOR THE ESTIMATION OF ELTROMBOPAG IN 
BULK AND TABLET FORMULATION” shows novelty in work and the manuscript will be acceptable on 
compliance of following comments. 
 
1. It is require to modify the title of manuscript concise, meaning and technically sound. 
2.  As author mentioned Forced Degradation and Stability Studies In title of manuscript I would like to 
know what is the difference between above two terminology. 

4. Clarify how you adjust pH 6 of mobile phase by using with O- Phosphoric acid as mention statement in 
manuscript. Mentioned in manuscript in preparation of mobile phase section what amount of OPA 
consume for pH adjustment. 

5. Author of manuscript instructed to add Whatman Filter paper number and pour size in manuscript. 
6. As % CV values Mentioned in Table 4 and Table 5 in manuscript is not correct values. Kindly recalculate 

and correct it. 
7. In determination of specificity, the amounts of excipients used for study were not mentioned. Kindly 

provide it. 
8. If LOQ is 1.15 than why author start range from 2 ppm? 
9. Please discuss in detail the methods used to determine LOD/LOQ? 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. In text of manuscript at many paragraphs spacing between words are not observed. Make necessary 
corrections. 

 

Optional/General comments Kindly correct grammatical error from whole manuscript.   
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