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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 
 

Results and discussion 
 
The result is more of literature review. I cannot clearly see how you analysed your data 
obtained from the questionnaire you administered. Please include a table that will show 
analysis of your questionnaire result. 
 
Table 1 
 
For me it look like a literature note obtained from  
Department of Fisheries, Marine and Food Security Pangandaran Regency 2016. 
Your results obtained is not from fishermen, which mean your research is a 
secondary result obtained. 
 
For me, this study should have been for review publication rather than original article 
publication. 
The authors did not show results from their research work erg result from questionnaire. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

Because this result obtained is not from questionnaire as the Authors stated. 
It needs requires thorough scrutiny before it can be published. 
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feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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