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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

General
Revision
Introduction is too long, please shortened at least one page.

Individual
Line 1, please delete because this is a case study article.

Line 10 EC and TDS are in full spellings.

Lines 20 to 39 are deleted because these contents are not related your article.

Line 58 citation of ---polluted water.

Line 78 Did you confirm that several parameters did not change during storage at 4 oC?
Line 118 (, TDS,----) to (TDS------).

Line 119 According to (Table 2)--- to According to Table 2----.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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