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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

No

10.

11.

12.

13.

Abstract should be written properly since | still couldn’t find the most
important result of this study. The objective, results and conclusion were
still unclear.

Introduction, Page 1 Lines 18-36, the authors should also mention the
geographical distribution of this species can be found, not only in
specific area, as well as a little information of red frog crab production in
Philippines including its references. In para 1, it should be written : The
red frog crab or spanner crab (Ranina ranina Linnaeus, 1758) is a species

Lines 56-59 and 101-102: propodus length (PL) was missing from the
texts, as well as dactylus length (DL) measurement in Lines 102-107. The
authors should mention in Line 101 the measuring tool(s) used for sizes
of length-width (e.g. ruler or vernier caliper), also the use of analytical
balance (model name and country)

Page 2, Lines 93-96, the authors should also mention (1) what kind of
fishing gears that local fishermen used for catching this species in
around Balut Island, (2) number and size of cracb purchased and (3) how
much the crab price (e.g. per individual or per kg).

Page 3, line 123. It should be Figure 2, not Figure 2A. Line 142, it should
be Figure 3, not Figure 2B. See your explaination in the previous texts
(lines 102-108).

Lines 146-150. What kind of data analysis softwares used ?

Lines 157 and 182, it should be Figure 4. In the photograph it should be
male first, then female for consistency

In the whole texts, the authors just write R. ranina, not Ranina ranina
again and again. Please use unit of “mm?” rather than “cm?” in length-
width size

Page 4. Lines 188-199. Again, there was no information on dactylus
length (DL) in the text and Table content.

Page 6 Lines 201-243, | suggest the authors presenting data on the
distribution of CL and CW in the tabulation rather than figure, becauce it
makes the readers confused to distinguish between males and females’
size distribution. The authors only mentioned literally the range of size
distribution without any explation about size of maturity of the crab
samples.

Page 6 Lines 245-246. ....(Figure 6). Females have a minimum weight of 95
g and reach 170 g while 246 males range from 65-155g. It’s not match
with Fig 6 itself.

Page 7, Lines 294-299. Tables 2 and 3, the independent and dependent
variables observed for male and female should be the same variable for
comparison (DL is missing). So, please re-check your morphometric
characters variable. In in the Tables, it is not correct to write ‘r? value, it
should be ‘r’ value.

I think Figures 7-15 can be removed from the text since all information
have already been shown in Tables 2 and 3. Beside that, | am not
satisfied with your figure presentations, there are a lot of things that are
missing or that don't need to be in place
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14. Conclusion should be re-constructed, it’s too long, mention only the
most significant results of this study and what its implication for crab
fisheries management

15. References. The authors should follow the guidelines of the journal as
well (hame of journals, vol, issue and page number)

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments This paper link may be useful for the authors to improve their manuscript contents.
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Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript
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should write his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? No
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript? No
If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links. | No

PART 3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the reviewer:

| declare that | have no competing interest as a reviewer
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Guideline

MARKS of this manuscript

Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript
( Highest: 10 Lowest: 0)

Guideline:

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)

Serious Major revision (6)
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PART 5: Reviewer Details:
This information is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate properly.
Certificate preparation will not be possible if incomplete information is received.

Name of the Reviewer AHMADI

Department of Reviewer Faculty of Marine and Fisheries
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Country of Reviewer Indonesia

Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Associate Professor
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Email ID of Reviewer ahmadi@ulm.ac.id , ahmadizarigani@gmail.com

WhatsApp Number of Reviewer 62-81298471995
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