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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

Volumetric methods are not stability-indicating methods, 

thus they are not very much used nowadays. In order to 

have this paper published, authors should present data of 

the use of the proposed method in pharmaceutical 

formulations containing rosuvastatin calcium, including 

tests of interferences. Besides that, results of the analysis 

of the same samples using an official method and/or a 

method described in literature (as, for example, high 

performance liquid chromatography ), should be 

compared with those obtained using the proposed 

method. Precision and accuracy of both methods should 

also be compared between them. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Review the References according to the “Instructions to 

Authors” of the Journal. 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

Method validation was correctly performed and 

presented in the paper. 
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