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1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s feedback  

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for 

scientific community? 

      (Please write few sentences on this 
manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative 
title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article 

comprehensive? 

 
4. Are subsections and structure of the 

manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is 

scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and 

recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please 

 
 

1. Yes, I think this manuscript is 
scientifically important and also 
very interesting. However, I would 
like to point out the following 
comments: 

 
1.1 Perhaps the author(s) can 
discuss some of the latest research 
on factors affecting brackish water 
aquaculture productivity. For 
example, the following paper 
determines the suitability of land for 
brackish water aquaculture and its 
limiting factors, in order to increase 
the productivity and sustainability 
and to provide a general reference for 
policymakers in determining the 
Regional Spatial Plan in West 
Halmahera District of North Maluku 
Province, Indonesia. Data on 
infrastructure, water quality, and soil 
parameters were collected and 
analyzed using the water and land 
suitability criteria, by establishing 
four classes, namely: highly suitable 
(S1), moderately suitable (S2), 
marginally suitable (S3), and non-

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1.1 Thank you for your valuable 
suggestions and the link to 
the latest research article on 
land suitability analysis. We 
have added the significance of 
analysing the water and soil 
quality parameters and 
determining the suitability of 
land used for aquaculture with 
GIS technology, categorizing 
the land into four classes, 
namely highly suitable, 
moderately suitable, 
marginally suitable, and non-
suitable, before setting up the 
aquaculture farms, especially 
in brackish water and coastal 
areas of Alappuzha district.  
 

 
The newly added sentences are highlighted 



 

 

mention in the review form. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, 
reviewers are free to provide additional 
suggestions/comments) 
 

suitable (N). The results of land 
suitability were then processed using 
spatial analysis in Geographic 
Information Systems. 
 
1.2 “Land suitability analysis for 
brackishwater aquaculture 
development in the coastal area of 
District West Halmahera, Indonesia” 
by Tamrin Tamrin et al, in Bioflux vol 
17(1), 2024. 
http://www.bioflux.com.ro/aacl 
 
2. The title is fine. 
3. The abstract is 
comprehensive enough. 
4. The subsections and structure 
are appropriate. 
5. The manuscript is 
scientifically correct, to the best of my 
knowledge. 
6. The references are sufficient 
and up to date. 

 
 
 

in the manuscript. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7. The new references are added, which 

are included in the manuscript as well 
as the reference section highlighted. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional 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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


