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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Chemometric software was not indicated  
The standard and tablet solutions should be 
filtered through 0.22 µ filter. 

 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

 
6 line  of abstract: 6.4µ mg/mL – 9.6µ mg/mL(should be 
changed to 6.4µg/mL – 9.6µg/mL) 
3 line of introduction: inhibiting HMG- Co reductase 
(should be replaced with HMG- CoA reductase) 
4 line of introduction: UV spectroscopy, HPLC were 
reported Citations are not presented in the literature 
survey. 
Page 3 line 2 the ration acetonitrile (should be replaced 
with ratio acetonitrile) 
Table captions should start with capital letters. 
Units for retention time should be given in the table. 
Clarity of chromatogram should be improved. 
Page 14 line 4 of conclusion: good resolution between 
both the compounds. Because this is single drug there 
wont be resolution. Incase if it has to be mentioned 
then it is the resolution of degraded products with the 
drug. 
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