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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 article is simply a copy of the tests described
in the pharmacopoeias, and has no scientific
contribution to the subject;------ - As can be seen, from line 93 to 632, only
references 31, 32, 33 and 34 are cited, without at
least commenting on the tests or researches of the
authors in the area, or if there are differences
between the tests mentioned in the
pharmacopoeias;

- The United States Pharmacopeia in force is USP
40 NF 34, 2017, not the one mentioned as reference
(USP 33 NF 28, 2010);
- The Japanese Pharmacopoeia is in the 17th
edition;
- The British Pharmacopoeia with the 2017 edition:
- The Indian Pharmacopoeia with the 2014 edition;

Thanks a lot for your suggestion. In this
manuscript we have presented QC
parameters given in the pharmacopoeias
for ophthalmic pharmaceuticals. It will help
for reader to get all of the information in a
single script. In addition reader can also
see the differences of various
pharmacopoeia. Since it’s based on
pharmacopoeia we have no way to add  text
out of compendia.
New information is also added to enrich the
scientific value of the manuscript. Please
see yellow marked text. In this revised
version the total number of references is 52
in previous version only 34 references were
given.

I am pleased to get your critical analysis.
Text and references are added and updated.
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