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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 
 

 
1) The study duration and location should not be written in the abstract.  
2) Reference in the text an at the end is not consistent (eg 

Lesmana 2002  in text, in reference Lesmana 1997 
Fitriyani 2005 in text, no reference at the end 
Storebakken and No1992 in text,  Hong in reference instead of No 

 
3) Spelling for beta carotene ( not betakarotin or betakaroten) 
4) The right punctuation should be used for the numbers ( eg 66,823,000 and T 

24.4, pH 6.89, DO 5.8) throughout the article 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1) The content of beta carotene from the reference preferably in the same unit ( eg 

g) 
2) No need to mention the time (eg dec 2021 to feb 2022) in the materials and 

method 
3) The English grammar can still be improved further throughout the article 

( eg with criteria not colorblind – something missing in the sentence, inaccurate use 
of word, prepositions, sometimes the sentence is too long without a proper 
preposition) ( eg with criteria not colorblind – something missing in the sentence, 
inaccurate use of word, prepositions, sometimes the sentence is too long without a 
proper preposition). 

 
 

4) The conclusion should not be repeated from the discussions.  
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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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