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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. In the introduction, it would be useful to give examples of researches on stress 

effects of nanoparticles in fish in aquatic environment. A few of the previous 
studies on the subject should be included in the introduction. 

2. In terms of comparison of study data, previous studies in the discussion section 
were insufficient. For this reason, previous studies on the subject should be added 
to the discussion section and compared with the research results. otherwise, the 
discussion section seems inadequate. 

 

These have all been addressed 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The article is written in a very good and fluent language, but some typographical 

errors have been identified in the text. Errors are corrected in the text. 
 
 

These have all been addressed 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The study is organized as an original and innovative research. It is acceptable after 
compulsory and minor revisions. 
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 


