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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 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

This paper  deals with the Activity coefficient of solution components and salts, it 
nis fundamental theoretical study on physichemistry, I support it to be published in 
the journal after minor revision. 
1, all tables are in three-lines f 
 Rmat; 
2, the measurement methods have not clearly described or references; 
 

Thank you. The tables are redrawn and the equations adapted for 
calculation in the theory section are now, specified in the method 
section. No instrumental measurements’ such as density were taken, 
rather theoretical approaches were adopted. 
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