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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

| checked again and found the following comments:

- The data was not analyzed statistically, so at least he/she should write the mean and p-value.

- The title is not the covered content of the manuscript.

- The introduction has not covered the topic.

- Can you assess water quality by pH, temperature, Do, and light transparency?

- Inmy view, we can't accept it as a manuscript because there are several mistakes like spelling, grammar and
phrases.

- Line 7, what do you mean is Ha, + 4,122 Ha.

- Line 29, what do you mean (Bardach et al. 1972 in Riyadi et al. 2006).

- Line 29-30, phrase (This is intended with the aim of seeing the quality of the Jatigede Reservoir in general).

- Line 31, and 43 are repeated paragraphs.

- Line 52 and 94, should be one format of measurement, for example, line 52. Table 2. Used mg L-1, while line 94,
used mg/l.

Minor REVISION comments

Line 7, what do you mean is Ha, + 4,122 Ha.

Line 29, what do you mean (Bardach et al. 1972 in Riyadi et al. 2006).

Line 29-30, phrase (This is intended with the aim of seeing the quality of the Jatigede Reservoir in general).
The introduction has not covered the topic.

Line 31, and 43 are repeated paragraphs.

Line 52 and 94, should be one format of measurement, for example, line 52. Table 2. Used mg L-1, while line 94,
used mg/l.

The data was not analyzed statistically, so at least he/she has to take the mean and P-value.

Can you assess water quality by pH, temperature, Do, and light transparency?

The title is not the covered content of the manuscript.

In my view, we can’t accept it as a manuscript because there are several mistakes like spelling, grammar, and
phrases.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)
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