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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 
 

 
1. Figure 1. Calibration curve of BRX (HPLC) is not clear.  
 
2. The procedure of yield, drug content, particle size and various micromeritic 
properties, FTIR and DSC were not mention properly. Do the correction is write 
complete procedure of each. 
 
3. Why the author taken responses of cumulative % drug release at 24, 48, 72 and 96 

hrs respectively (Y2-Y5).  

 

4. The tensile strength, thickness and hardness of patch, The moisture content and 

moisture uptake, Drug content. All these properties are not written in method part. 

Need  to write procedure  

 

4. All Methods and results discussion is not properly match. Do the correction, need 
to write detail  
 
 
5. All manuscript must rearranged properly, write detail information of method and 
result discussion part   
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Give the reference.  
Roshan C. Chavan , Raju O. Sonawane, Vishal V. Pande , Laximikant R. Zawar , 
Prashant B. Jade. Design Development and Evaluation of oral thin films of 
Montelukast Sodium. Am. J. PharmTech Res. 2013; 3(4): 386-398. 
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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) 
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