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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	1. This research has an important role in increasing productivity and quality of cultivation, so that it has a positive impact on the economy of coastal communities.
2. This research helps identify the optimal substrate for shellfish attachment, which has the potential to improve crop yields and reduce production costs.
3. The cultivation of brown mussels is still limited, supporting the development of variety and feed quality in crustacean cultivation.
4. Contribute to a better understanding of marine ecosystems and the development of effective conservation strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Evaluation of the effects of various substrates on the attachment and survival of adult Brown Mussels (Mytilopsis adamsi)
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	It is recommended to add a more detailed methodology to see the growth influence of different types of substrates
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This research has contributed to the field of marine and fisheries science and has relevance to the needs and development of research in food security and Indonesia's maritime sovereignty, but still needs the development of more in-depth practices and experiments to support the quality of research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are quite adequate.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	There are still words and sentences that use inappropriate grammar and language style, and there are spelling and punctuation that are not correct

	

	Optional/General comments


	To be more comprehensive, if possible, there is a review related to physical oceanographic factors such as depth, current, and/or light as aspects that also influence the growth, reproduction, mortality, and health of the marine biota studied
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	It is recommended to attach the results of the plagiarism test to this manuscript

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	None
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Take the Turnitin test
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