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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 
 

I. The abstract is inadequate and should be re-written. Abstract should summarize the introduction, materials 
and methods, results & discussion and conclusion. 

II. Author should include sample size, how many times samples were collected, use of replicates, time of 
collection and sampling period in the sampling section.  

III. Description of the fish samples (weights, lengths or ages) should be included in results and discussion to 
enable the correlation of such fish descriptors with metal concentration 

IV. Results & discussion and conclusion have to be re-written after fish descriptors are included 

We have considered all these remarks. Corrections are made on the 
documents. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

I. This work has so many grammatical errors which is probably due to the author’s French background. In 
future, the author should use grammatical tools like Grammarly to correct his manuscript before submission. 

II. Corrections have been made on the manuscript. 

That’s right, the original text is in French and we tried to do the English 
translation. We thank you for all his relevant remarks. 
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