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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 informative but there is a need to effect the following corrections 
1 Abstract  

- Give full meaning of abbreviations 
- Line 10 a significant change should be re-written as  significant increase 
- Line 13 greater that obtained should be re-written as greater than that 

obtained 
2 Materials and Methods 

- Line 49 remove (24) 
- Line 75 and 82 give full meaning of O.D. and AST 

3 Results  
- Give the number of fish for each experimental group in the table 

4 The Science Domain International format for manuscript writing should be 
followed download the template from the journal website 
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Correction made in the manuscript 
Formatted as per journal guideline 
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