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Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
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e This article presents scientific work on how to cultivate KappapHycus alvarezii
seaweed, this is very important for the sustainability of seaweed growth research.

e This study provides a reliable method for measuring the growth of KappapHycus
alvarezii seaweed, thus increasing the wealth of research methods.

e The study's result indicates increasing the results of KappapHycus alvarezii seaweed
cultivation
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The abstract of this article is complete, but it needs to be added with what contribution the
research results make to seaweed farmers.
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