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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

The overall writing is poor, although the data are enough to support an article. The
authors are therefore recommended to obtain editing service from a professional
company or a native English speaker.

We already changed it in the manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments

1. The authors state different experiment periods in Abstract/Results (Nov 2018-Jan
2019) and Materials and Methods (Nov 2018-Aug 2019). Please make sure to keep a
consistent description through the main text.

2. Please change the subtitle of 3.1., since the present one is different from the
content under this section.

3. In figures 2 and 4, the Y axes are data of fish number rather than frequency.

4. In some figures and tables, too many fractions are presented with commas
instead of decimal points.

5. In figure 4c, the X-axis should be presented in the same scale as others in Fig. 4.
6. In Fig. 6, the curve was constructed from many data of other researchers (please
see the data in Fig. 3 and Table 4). Hence, please remove “November 2018-January
2019” from the legend. If possible, please provide more descriptions since the curve
was deduced.

We already change and highlight in the manuscript.

We already change and highlight in the manuscript.

We already changed it in figure 2, but we didn’t change Y axes in
figure 4 because it's the result of the FiSAT analysis.

4. We already change and highlight in the manuscript.

5. We didn't change it because it's the result of the FiISAT analysis.
6. We didn’t change the curve because it's the result of the FiISAT
analysis. We already remove the legend of the figure and provide
more desciption
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Optional/General comments

The authors are recommended to read several AJFAR papers so as to polish their
manuscript for a better format.

We already changed it in the manuscript.

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

IAuthor’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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