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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Please refer to the yellow highlighted areas in the article for major grammatical and
syntax errors.

Please remove the sentence in the conclusion highlighted in green

Would be better if all LC-MS measurements are recorded.

The results part has not been discussed sufficiently with other literatures available.

All yellow highlighted areas were checked and text was corrected.

We found only one paper, where authors estimated the concentration of
apixaban in DBS using the post column infused internal standard with LC-
MS/MS method, but there are no studies of quantitative determination of
apixaban in DPS.

We could not discuss our results in sufficient detail in comparison with only
one article.

Unfortunately, in the received version of the reviewed version of the article
there was no sentence highlighted in green.

Typical LC-MS/MS chromatogram of apixaban is added.

Thank you for the reviewing our article!

Minor REVISION comments

Please go through the English format and write it in a better scientific methd

Done

Optional/General comments

Scientific validity is not sufficiently emphasised.

Scientific validity is present in the introduction. Since the type of the article is
the short communication, we could not discuss the scientific validity in detail.
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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