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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 article is interesting but requires some modifications related to: 
- References for points: 2.1, 2.2 and 3.2 (literatures or standards methods); 
- The data must be presented in graph or table (not both) so, the table 3 can be 
eliminated. 
- More conclusions (but not generalities) with obtained data.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Thanks for your comments. 

 

Regarding the references for points 2.1, 2.2, and 3.2, Procedures for the 

dissolution of nickel salt in distilled water, as well as the applied 

qualitative and quantitative chemical analysis techniques, are not made 

according to standardized norms; in any case, the chemical reagents and 

their sources were mentioned; the models of equipment used for the analysis 

of liquid and precipitated phases, may be mentioned.  I will do that in 

the manuscript. 

 

In fact, Table III and graph 3 show the same information. The idea is to 

show changes in the numerical values of the physicochemical variables. 

I think both, the graph and Table should remain in the paper. 
Minor REVISION comments 
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