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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 
 

Important ethical issues include voluntary participation and informed consent, 
anonymity and confidentiality, and accountability in terms of the accuracy of analysis 
and reporting. 

As the plasma was procured as gifted sample. The details of the plasma sources are 
included in the revisions. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Preparation of standard solution of DOX succinate 
1.Mention the solvent name 
2. What is This 1ml, rewrite the statement. 
3. Some place distilled water is used, and, in some place, water was used. 
 
Preparation of sample solution 
1. How did you Powdered the tablet, mention the procedure. 
2. No key information about the plasma sample, include the sample preparation, how did 
you extracted. 
Accuracy level 1 (50%): 
1.  What is after adding all the contents, explain please. 
 

Preparation of standard solution of DOX succinate 
1. It was a typographic error. Distilled water itself used as diluent. Corrected as per 

suggested in revisions. 
2. It was a typographic error. Sentence is corrected in revisions. 
3. It was a typographic error. Revised as per comments. 
Preparation of sample solution 
1. Tablets are powdered by triturating in mortar and pestle, the same is mentioned in 

revisions. 
2. Included the procedure for extraction of sample from plasma. 
Accuracy level 1 (50%): 
It was a grammatical error, same is revised.  

Optional/General comments 
 

Grammatical errors are observed in many places of the article 
 

As per suggestions of learned reviewer the grammatical errors are identified and corrected. 

 
PART  2:  

 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) 
 
 

No ethical issues applicable as the investigations were carried by in-vitro 
experiments using gifted sample of blank human plasma. 
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