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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 
 

 Results section: please re-write all this sections in a more resumed way (e.g. not 
repeating all the numbers). They are shown in the tables in a more understandable 
way 
 
Ethical issue: 

The authors mention that “all ethical and other basic principles underlying behavior and 
advancing welfare for the use of animals in research, including handling, relevant laws and 
regulations were considered before proceeding with the research. Permission was also 
received from the relevant bodies for the use of fish for this experiment” but they do not 
include a protocol number or code approved by any animal experimentation Committee for 
manipulating fish used in this research so it is not clear if the welfare of the experimental 
animals has been adequately taken into account. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
They are made directly in the PDF as added comments 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Information generated in this work is valuable for scientific community as a baseline to 
encourage further research about the effects of this agrochemical and others on organisms 
and the environment. 
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