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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this 
manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The work is good and gives insight of planktons on the said location. Okay 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Plankton Abundance, Diversity, and Dominance of the Siddo Coast, Barru 
Regency, Indonesia 

Okay 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest 
the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? 
Please write your suggestions here. 

 

Abstract is overall good. It would be good if authors explain a few lines about 
the importance of location.  

An addition has been made to the abstract regarding the importance 
of plankton research at this location. 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Can authors add how they divided the location in to sub locations? The distribution of locations is based on the characteristics of different 
locations, but all locations have the potential to experience pressure 
from environmental change 

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 
 

Names of the genera mentioned in figures should be checked. Full names should 
be added. It would be good if you identify all planktons up to species level.  

Maybe in future research, plankton analysis can be carried out at the 
genus level 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in 
the review form. 
- 

References are sufficient.  Okay 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 

 

 
Please be careful about grammatical mistakes.  
 
 
 

It has been done to the best of my ability 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


