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1. Fig. 2 resolution should be improved.
Response 1:
Thank you, the suggestion is well taken.  The resolution of figure 2 has been improved and the modified figure has replaced the old one in the revised MS. 
In addition to this, for a global readership to know the geographical region of study, figure 1 has been modified to show the location map of the study area with maps of India and Kerala with a shape file of Vembanad Lake as inset (updated figure provided in the revised version).
2. T column negative t-values should be discussed indicating a reversal in the directionality of the effect, with no bearing on the significance of the difference between groups.

Response 2:
We agree. The t-statistic is calculated as (M -M2) / SE. The negative t-values obtained in the analysis does indicate a reversal in the directionality of the effect. The values of Secchi depth, pH and DO have increased with time when compared with week 2.  This has led to the negative sign in the t-value.  We agree that it has no influence on the significance. This clarification has been added to the caption to Table 1.

