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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 text should remain consistent. t should be prepared according 1o the
fquiraments sat by the publishing houss

A kol of mistakes wara found in the lext. omitted atbers, unnecessary usa of
parentheses, eg Table (1), Figure {5a, 5b)

HAewmie conclusions. They are o [aoonic mow

Lina 31 = “Upon using.... " - the and of the senience s incomprahansible
Figure Ba — indicate claary whish spactrum is for probanacid and which & lor
colchicine

Lina 83 = "Good linearity...." = the santence is not clear, rewrite if

Line 118, section “Selechvly” — inseri units

Table 3 — change the fitle and indicate what it exaclly presents. The legend ks
naeded

Tabéa 4 — what maans (43)7 If i is citaton should be in square brackets. Moreover
e numbaer of citation B wrong, the list of referancis ands wilth ha numbse [34). is
this table consist of two parts or thene are two tables conceming parscular dug?

1- Alltext are reviewed and reedit according to requirement of
publishing house.

2- All unnecessary parentheses are removed.

3- Conclusion is rewritten

4- Line 137- " Upon using...." The statement is completely
rearranged.

5- Figure 6a is corrected to clarify the spectra.

6- Line 198- " Good linearity..." the sentence is rewritten.

7- Selectivity is expressed in percentage recovery and that is
mentioned iunder the paragraph "selectivity"

8- Title of Table 3 is rewritten and the legend is added.

9- Table 4. Reference (43) is changed to [29]. And the table
consists of 2 parts.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

The subtect of the publication is valuable and shows the large contribution of the authors'

work, | suggest accepl the manuscript afier Compulsory revision,
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)
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