Dear Editor:

The authors appreciated the comments from the reviewers. According to them, we revised our manuscript as follows.

From Reviewer-B

The authors wrote that the effect of temperature on the Pr(III) extraction was investigated (Abstract, line 16; Experimental, line 77-78). Therefore, the results and their discussion should be presented.

We have deleted “the effect of temperature” from abstract and experimental.

The reference on DGAs synthesis should be corrected. Ref. [19] cf. with [30].

We replaced the Ref.[19] with [30] for reference on DGAs synthesis.

DPr is almost no change with increasing the volume fraction of octanol.” However, DPr ≈ 1 for 0.02 M DEDDdDGA and DPDDdDGA in octanol (Fig. 6). Therefore, discussion should be presented.

 The disussion has been presented in text. #184.
“DPr(III) is almost no change with increasing the volume fraction of octanol. However, DPr is close to 1.0 for DEDDdDGA and DPDDdDGA in octanol (Fig. 6). It has been reported that DGd for TBDGA increased with an increase volume fraction of octanol (20-30%). 15 DPr is no change in low volume fraction of octanol (0 - 25%) while DPr could increase in higher volume fraction of octanol”.
“In order to understanding the relationship between extractability and the polarity of diluents …” The authors should discussed obtained results.

The result has been presented in manuscript. #187
“In low volume fraction of octanol (0-25%), the distribution ratio of Pr (III) was no changed with increase polarity of diluents”.

The comparison of Fig.8 and Fig. 7 reveals some confusing data. If we compare the identical concentration for DBDDdDGA and DPDDdDGA (0.02M), logD must be more than 0.6 on Fig. 8, but on Fig. 7 (points for pure sulfonated kerosene) DPr ≈ 1.75 (logD = 0.24) for DPDDdDGA. How can you explain it. And what is the real slope of the log D vs log [DGA] plot and the Pr(III): DGA stoichiometry for DBDDdDGA and DPDDdDGA.
The organic and aqueous phase appeared slight emulsification when we repeated the works. So we speculate that the reason for this issue is emulsification not be completely eliminated by centrifugation. Therefore, we centrifuge the solution until the aqueous and organic phase complete separation. The DPr for DPDDdDGA and DBDDDGA is 4.08 and 4.38, respectively. The result is suit for our previous works for Fig.8. The data of Fig.5 and 7 has been corrected. 

“Separation of Fe(III) from Pr(III)” section. The authors should indicated how the extraction of Pr(III) and Fe(III) was studied – separately for Pr(III) and Fe(III) or when both ions are presented in initial HCl solutions. Only in the last case, the real separation can be discussed. It is known that the presence of Fe(III) in HCl solutions leads to an increase in the REE extraction with organophosphorus extractants (Radiochemistry, 2007, vol. 49 (2), 166-170) or DGA compounds (Solvent Extr. Ion Exch. 2008, vol. 26(1), 12-24). 

The Pr (III) and Fe(III) were extracted by DGA separately. It has been reported that the presence of Fe(III) in HCl solutions leads to an increase in the REE extraction with DGA compounds. In this condition, REE could be extracted by DGA compounds without Fe(III). However, Pr(III) was extracted by DMDDdDGA and DBDDdDGA hardly in our works. So we think the exist of Fe(III) has no effect on extraction of Pr(III). Moreover, the ions has effect on detection of Pr(III) with Arsenazo III visible spectrophotometric method. It’s difficult to detect Pr(III) concentration when Pr (III) and Fe(III) coexist in aqueous phase.

7-14 

-Line 265. “rare earth” is replaced with Pr (III)

-Line 15. remove”in detals”
All spelling and phrase errors were modified in the revised manuscript.

From Reviewer-D

It is not clear how the solutions of four extractants, solvents and HCl were prepared. It should be explained more precisely.

The method for prepared solutions of four extractants, solvents and HCl has been added in manuscript. #68
 “Solutions of four extractants were prepared by dilution of DMDDdDGA, DEDDdDGA, DPDDdDGA and DBDDdDGA with toluene or sulfonated kerosene. The Pr(III) and Fe(III) solutions were prepared by dissolving Pr2O3 and Fe2O3 (>99.9%) with concentrated hydrochloric acid. Different concentrations of hydrochloric acid was prepared by dilution of concentrated hydrochloric acid with distilled water.”
TITLE: For any element full name should be written at the beginning of paper, Praseodymium, Pr, is really rare element, and it is obligatory to name it in the title and in the text.

The Pr was replaced with Praseodymium in Title. 
Abstract, #9: All abbreviation should be written after full name of compounds and solutions, for example: diglycolamide, DGA (row #9)

Full name of DGA has been provided in Abstract.

Key words, #22: In Key words some important object should be added: praseodymium, Pr, and diglycolamide, DGA

 Praseodymium (Pr) and diglycolamide (DGA) were added to Key words.

#32: name solvents P204 and P507

#36, #37: full names of Ln(III) and TBDGA and TODGA should be written before their symbol

P204 and P507 have been named as “di-(2-ethylhexyl)phosphoric acid” and “2-ethylhexyl phosphoric acid-2-ethylhexyl ester” in text. Full names of Ln(III), TBDGA and TODGA have been provied in manuscript as “lanthanum”, “N,N,N’,N’‐tetrabutyl diglycolamide” and “N,N,N’,N’‐tetraoctyl diglycolamide”, respectively. #33
#56: Iron → iron   #63: 1HNMR → HNMR

All spelling errors were modified in the revised manuscript. #59、#66
#70: equal volume → equal volume (usually xxxxxx), It is useful to know concrete or typical experimental data.

Change “equal volume” to “2 mL of organic phase with 2 mL of aqueous phase ”. #76
#73:The mark of spectrometer used in the work should be specified.
The mark of spectrometer has been provided in text. #66
#81: Which indicator was used in titration
The indicator is phenolphthalein.#86
#98: There is no units C=0.20 mol dm-3 

The unit is in the next line. #105
#120: Before the Figure 4 the text which introduce the results presented in figure should PRETHODITI, for example text in rows #125-127.

#132: The same with Figure 5. Text in rows 136-138 should be written before Figure.

 #156: The same with Figure 6. Text in rows 160-167 should be written before Figure.

 #169: Figure 7 should be introduced before the figure

#241: Figure 10 should be introduced with text (rows 245-246) before the figure

The positions of Figures were adjusted in paper.

#185: In equations the symbol (aq) is recommended instead (a)

Change “a” to “aq” #196
#208: mol·dm-3 → mol dm-3, without TAČKA

Change “mol·dm-3” to “mol dm-3” #219

Now we hope the revised manuscript is accepted to Journal of the Serbian Chemical Society.

We would like to know your decision at the earliest convenience by e-mail. The e-mail address of authors are given below.

 E-mail: chm_cuiy@ujn.edu.cn
chm_sungx@ujn.edu.cn
With my best regards.

