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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

The manuscript is well written. Minor corrections spotted, corrected and highlighted
in yellow. The authors could advance reason for "the conversion of carboxyl group
increases obviously when the a value increases from 1.1 to 1.2, but it does not change
much when the a value is larger than 1.2"

| have corrected.

When the a value increases from 1.1 to 1.2, the concentration of
hydroxyl groups increase obviously, which increases the reaction rate,
so the conversion of carboxyl group increases obviously in the same
time interval.

When the a value is larger than 1.2, for example, a=1.5, the increase of
the concentration of hydroxyl group leads to the decrease of the
concentration of carboxyl group, which causes that the reaction rate
doesn’t change much, and so does the conversion of carboxyl group.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

The manuscript is fully researched.

| agreed.
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Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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