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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

  
1- All text are reviewed and reedit according to requirement of 

publishing house. 
2- All unnecessary parentheses are removed. 
3- Conclusion is rewritten 
4- Line 137- " Upon using…." The statement is completely 

rearranged. 
5- Figure 6a is corrected to clarify the spectra. 
6- Line 198- " Good linearity…" the sentence is rewritten. 
7- Selectivity is expressed in percentage recovery and that is 

mentioned iunder the paragraph "selectivity" 
8- Title of Table 3 is rewritten and the legend is added. 
9- Table 4. Reference (43) is changed to [29]. And the table 

consists of 2 parts.   
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