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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 
 

 
Could you note the genera and / or the species of ectoparasites that you observed?  
Not to limit you to the big groups 
 

 
Noted 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Where is the figure 3?  
The r 2 is moderated and very elevated. 
 
I don’t understand this sentence: “The difference in K value between infected and 
uninfected fishes was not affected by dry and season’; 
 
To the point 3.2., It’s better to present the table 1 follow-up of the commentary and then the 
table 2 follow-up of the commentary.   
Not to mix all. 
 

 
Figure 3 has been removed 
 
 
Corrected 
 
 
Done 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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