Editorial Comments:

1. The revised manuscript did not discuss the issue of bioequivalence and clinical pharmacology among
the drugs tested as requested by this reviewer. It is not sufficient to state that these drugs were
approved National Agency for Food and Drug Administration and Control (NAFDAC), the national
regulatory body. Does the NADAC require bioequivalence tests for the approval of generic products? If
so, it should be stated in the text in the Discussion Section. If not, we need to know the basis for the
approval of generic drug products in Nigeria. The authors should understand that the worldwide readers
of the article do not know whether the regulatory authority in Nigeria require bioequivalence studies. A
brief but informative discussion of these issues is needed in the revised text.

2. Throughout the manuscript the authors uses the brand name and generic products incorrectly. The
brand product represent the drug developed and sold by the product originator (e.g., Eli Lilly), while the
generic products are copies of the branded product that are supposed to be

therapeutically bioequivalent. The manuscript should be revised to correct this improper terminology
between the brand and generic products.

3. There were additional editorial changes required by the editors and marked in the text. However, the
authors did not address these changes.

| need to see a revised copy of this manuscript in which the authors address all the reviewers queries.
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