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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 
 

Have selected three pain killer tablet in different concentration and make a ternary 
mixture. The spectrophotometric analysis of linearity, accuracy and precision, limit of 
detection and limit of quantification values, RSD and % recovery proved that the 
simultaneous studies. The following corrections will need. 

1.   Small correction need in the heading 

2. Throughout your paper need the grammatical correction including abstract 
(nm unit must be in small letter ) 

3. In line 14, the structure name to be corrected (ie. Propanoic acid) 

4. Comma,  full stop and capitals used in a correct way (ie, line 15,25)  

5. In line 86, the sentence must be changed. 

6. Line 92, diluting the volume were different ratio (ie, 5ml, 0.75 ml & 8.25ml ) 
must be explain to be changed into the same concentration. 

7. The following fig. Was not clear ( fig, 4,5,6,7,9 & 19) 

8. In fig.5. especially got negative abs value in IBU. Point out the reason and 
mark the x & y value.  

9. In fig.10, in this overlay fig. Ibu & caf both words  hide the peak and correct 
the spelling of the ibu. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
Corrected 
Grammatical errors have been removed effectively 
 
 
Corrected 
Correction done 
 
 
 
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Correctly follow the reference pattern (13, 15. 24. 27, 36, 41 & 42, 33(font size )) 
 
 
 
 
 

Corrected 

Optional/General comments 
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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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