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PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The author chosen low solubility drug to enhance the solubility thus absorbance through novel drug 
delivery system 
Proniosomal gel is novel technique for topical delivery to relieve pain 
 

 

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. 

 

In abstract the author mentioned optimization was done using 32 factorial designs. But in manuscript it 
was not there.  Selection of best formulation was done using some other characterization. It is not 
clearly mentioned 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes. Its correct  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

Can quote recent references  

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

 

Can correct the grammatical mistakes  

Optional/General comments 
 

Authors are instructed to make following modification in the manuscript 
1. Should avoid starting with abbreviations. 
2. Drug name should be mentioned in same manner 
3. Should quote reference for all studies 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  

 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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