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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 
 

1. It is better to omit “Lead is a very toxic metal that can cause oxidative stress and reproductive and growth 

disorders in fish. An elevated level of chromium in fish can cause sluggishness and bronchial and renal 

tumors” This portion is not necessary for the conclusion portion because it is not your experimental result. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
2. Some are in the ionic and some are not in the ionic form so always use the parameters in the ionic form. 

3. Check the valency of the sodium in the correlation matrix. 

4. There is no consistency in the figures. For example, in some cases, there are blue and red colours for the 

study and control area but in some figures, the author has used the same color for the study and control area.  

5. TDS value is extremely high in Santa Barbara during the wet season as compared to EC value. Is it possible? 

Check the result. 

6. It is better to give the line number in the manuscript. 
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