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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it addresses a methodology for the quantification of Bortezomib. I like the title of this article. This article methodology might implement for the quantification of Bortezomib in pharmaceutical preparation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	YES
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	YES
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	1. Subsection: Instrumentation under materials and methods
The used column specification should be BDS Hypersil C8 (250 x 4.6mm, 5μ) column instead of BDS Hypersil C8 (250 x 4.6μ, 5μ) column
2. Table-5: System suitability study: LOD and LOQ Failed to meet the acceptance criteria.
The acceptance criteria for LOD: S/N ratio for LOD should be NLT 2:1 or 3:1 (As per ICH Q2R2)
The acceptance criteria for LOQ: S/N ratio for LOQ should be NLT 10:1  (As per ICH Q2R2)
3. Selection of mobile phase: 
Sentence making should update. It can be “Based on solubility, stability and suitability ; various mobile phases and compositions were given trial to get a good resolution and sharp peak instead of Based on sample solubility, stability and suitability. Various mobile phases and compositions were tried to get a good resolution and sharp peak. The standard solution was run in different mobile phases.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The aim of this manuscript is well and good. In this manuscript, various mobile phase were prepared for eluting the target peak but only the succesfull data with chromatogram has given; no scientific data related to the unsatisfactory results found. So, I think it will better if the author add the failed data also for the other prepared mobile phase, it will be much more scientific and logical.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	NO suggestions
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	
Average quality of English.

	

	Optional/General comments
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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)


	





	Reviewer Details:


	Name:
	Md Nazmus Sakib Chowdhury

	Department, University & Country
	Bangabandhu Sheikh Mujibur Rahman Science and Technology University, Bangladesh





Created by: EA	              Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO	   	Version: 2 (08-07-2024)	
