EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)

Authors’ response to editor’'s comments

a) In the abstract: The content of the abstract contains
general information that does not encourage a reader to
keep on reading the article

b) In the introduction: The word pollution appeared once
in the whole manuscript. No data to support any
pollution induced by acid-base indicators.

c) Th gap of research is too general and needs
supportive data.

| have edited the Abstract

| have removed the word “pollution”

Have done other corrections. thanks




