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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

The corrections | recommend are included in the manuscript, with the "change control”
mode (Word).

In Sec. CONCLUSION (pp.11):

I recommend replacing this paragraph: “Despite a higher than the recommended values
have recorded for Arsenic in Catla; its accumulation in the muscle tissues for the same fish
are lower than the permissible value which in turn is a blessing as muscles is the most
edible parts by human.”

By: “Despite that a value greater than the recommended values has been recorded for
Arsenic in Catla fish; their accumulation in muscle tissues for the same fish are less than
the permissible value. This is an important advantage since the muscles are the most
edible parts by the human being.”

In Sec. REFERENCES (pp. 11-13):

| recommend: Arrange and unify the year of each reference at the end.
Also unify use of "&".
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