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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 
 

 
Abstract : There are still mistakes in writing the names of plant species. The results of the study need to be rechecked. 
 
Introduction : It is better to describe the general antioxidant and antibacterial properties of plants, especially seaweed. 
What are its advantages compared to other plants.  
Can be given an example of functional food produced by seaweed, especially C. lentillifera. 
The writing of plant species is considered and improved. 
 
Materials and methods: The materials used are described in terms of their roles and functions. Antioxidant and 
antibacterial testing methods are more detailed and sourced from which reference. The results of the analysis of variance 
are not shown in the results of the study. 
 
Results and Discussion : There are still many mistakes in writing the names of plant species. The results of statistical 
analysis are not displayed, the results tend to be descriptive (higher or lower). Writing that contains procedures should be 
written in the methods section. The results of the writing do not match what is written in the discussion with the abstract 
and conclusion. In discussing antibacterials, other types of bacteria can be added, why only E. coli. Please note that the 
unit of sample test results must be correct. 
 
Conclusion: Please check the data again. Preferably what is in the conclusion must be in the results and discussion. 
 
References: Writing references must be complete and in accordance with the rules in the journal. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

There are still many errors in writing, namely the writing of plant species. At the beginning of the sentence must be 
capitalized.  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

In general, the description in the manual is good. Need a little improvement in the suitability of research results and 
additions in the discussion. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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