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Compulsory 
REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Line 44,46 : Is it RT-HPLC or RP-HPLC 
2. What was the stability of eCG in organic 

solvents? 
 
 
 

1. Ok. Corrections were insert into the manuscript.  
2. the stability of eCG in organic solvents was pre viously 
tested [Alvarez et al. J Vet Sci. 2016;17:459-65]. Briefly, 
specific picks of RP-HPLC corresponding to the eCG protein 
were recovered, lyophilized and subsequently suspen ded in 
physiological solution. Results of bioassay in rats  treated 
with this material shown that stability of eCG prot ein was not 
affected by RP-HPLC.  

Minor  REVISION 
comments 
 

1. Validation parameters for the methods can 
be discussed in the manuscript. 

2. Author should develop  the advantage of 
developed method over other reported 
chromatographic methods. 

1. Ok. This information was included in Mat and Met 
section.  

2. Ok. This informations was included in Discussion  
section.  

Optional /General  
comments 

  

 


