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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 
 

 We strongly suggest to avoid rhetoric in the work, which causes too much inconsequential writing. It should be written 
more concise and concrete. For example, the title is very long (17 words) and can be summarized. We suggest 
shortening it without losing the content of the work, for example: “Social and economic analysis of gillnet fishermen in 
Karangsong, Indonesia” (10 words) 

 The first paragraph in Abstract: “Indonesia is an archipelagic country with a high diversity of aquatic biological 
resources, so it has the potential for sustainable fisheries resources that can accommodate the economy (27 words) 
,may be sustitude by: “Indonesia is an archipelago with a diversity of sustainable fishery resources with economic 
value”. (14 words) In our opinion, that is enough. There are many redundancies which should be omitted in the text. 
This also happens in practically all the text of the document. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 In the title of the work, only the first word and the name of the places should be capitalized, example: "Analysis of 

welfare levels of fishermen workers of gill net fishing equipment in Karangsong Village, Indramayu Regency" 
 When a nomenclature is used to mark bibliographic citations, example: [5], it must be in ascending order, 

consecutively, until the last citation in the text. 
 In the Reference, the citations should be numbered in order of appearance in the text. 
 The tables must be numbered ordinally (I, II, III) and the title must be underlined. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The content is not debatable, but the way it is approached could be improved if what the author obtains as results is organized 
and specified. For more details of the review comments in the document. 
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Comment [UdW1]: We strongly suggest to 
avoid rhetoric in the work, which causes too much 
inconsequential writing. It should be written more 
concise and concrete. For example, in this paragraph, 
which corresponds to the first paragraph of the 
Introduction, this aspect is highlighted. A writing 
suggestion for this paragraph would be: “Indonesia is 
an archipelago with a diversity of sustainable fishery 
resources with economic value”. In our opinion, that 
is enough. 
Reasons: Indonesia is a country, therefore it is 
redundant to describe it as such. It also occurs with: 
"great diversity of aquatic biological resources, so 
the potential for sustainable fishery resources that 
can adapt to the economy" If we are going to refer to 
fisheries, it is not necessary to specify that they are 
aquatic biological resources. 


