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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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

This paper deals with the Application of Moringa in the Removal of Salts, it is important for 
the treatment of the saline water, so I support it to be published in the journal after minor 
revision. 
1, TEST in tables must described in the context or table notes; 
2, an abreviation need to gives all name at the first appears in the context or in the table 
notes ; 
3, the EC have described in the table 4, the figure 2 is double described; 
4,the kinetic of extraction is the time relation of the removal of element, the figures do not 
show the relations? 
 
 
 
 
 

Thanks. 
 
1, ok 
2, ok 
3, Figure 2 presents the adsorption data and Table 4 complements with 
statistical data, as a numerical standard deviation, as was presented for all 
the elements determined. 
4, All graphs demonstrate, for the determined elements, the contact time 
required for the element extraction to take effect. 
 Or, the authors are not understanding the request of the consultant. Please 
be more specific, if necessary. 
 
Accepted and corrected suggestions.  
After griffled in Yellow in the text. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
There are no. 

 


