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In water quality analysis the author needs to clarify 

that whether it is Nitrate or Nitrite estimation. My 

comments are there on the manuscript. 

 

 

 

As reported in the correction, facilities were only 

available for nitrate estimation. Nitrite is 

unstable form of nitrogen and there was no way 

it could be determined hence the values for 

nitrate gave a clue to the toxic effect of nitrite in 
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