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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
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Compulsory REVISION comments

This is actually a reasonable study to assess the accuracy of LC-MS/MS Multiple
reaction monitoring (MRM) mode in detecting impurities present before and during synthesis
of the drug Azilsartan. Unfortunately it is poorly written up and at present is too confusing for
publication.

1. Abstract must be written to address a) aim of study b) methodology including primary and
secondary end-points, how samples were taken, how analysis was carried out, how many
times it was repeated, and the statistical analysis done c) results presenting figures and
percentages d) conclusion. Each section listed above can be addressed by one or two
sentences but must be addressed sequentially in the abstract

2. The article write up should follow the outline above as for the abstract. It is very important
not to jump from one section of the write up to another, so that readers can follow the logic of
the study. The aim of study as well as methodology (including primary and secondary end-
points, how samples were taken, how analysis was carried out) must be highlighted and
defined before any reference to its results (impurities A and B).

3. Itis important to give the chemical structure of each impurity early in the text especially
since they are “key starting material for and during synthesis of Azilsartan drug”. The
chemical structure must be mention in the Introduction or Methodology of the text, with use
of the terms impurity-A and impurity-B in brackets. It is only after this clear definition of
impurity-A and impurity-B that they written as stand alone words.

4. There are too many subheading in the methodology and results sections. Authors should
try to simplify these.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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