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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the cultivation challenges and nutrient absorption behavior of Sargassum sp., a brown macroalga with significant ecological and economic potential. By examining the effects of different urea fertilizer doses, the study highlights the complexity of nitrogen uptake and its role in seaweed survival rather than growth. The findings contribute to the understanding of optimal cultivation conditions for Sargassum, which is important for developing sustainable aquaculture practices. Furthermore, it opens pathways for future studies to optimize nutrient delivery and substrate choice in seaweed farming.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Effects of Urea Fertilization on the Survival and Nutrient Absorption of Sargassum sp. under Laboratory Conditions
	

	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.


	  Clarify the main finding: The abstract mentions survival and growth but does not emphasize that significant growth was not observed, which is an important result.

  Simplify the language: Some parts are overly technical or repetitive. Using clearer language would improve readability.

  Highlight implications: The recommendation to use higher doses and dead coral as substrate is valuable and should be stated more directly as a conclusion.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	  Clearer explanation of why growth was not observed despite fertilizer application—this was attributed to stress or disease, but further physiological or biochemical evidence would be helpful.

  Stronger link between TAN levels and actual nitrogen absorption in seaweed could have been reinforced with nitrogen content analysis in tissues.

  Consideration of other nutrients like phosphorus, which may be limiting, is mentioned but not fully explored.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	  Add international references to strengthen the global scientific context, as most references are local (Indonesia-based).

  Include more sources on:

· Nitrogen metabolism in macroalgae.

· Physiological responses of Sargassum or similar algae to stress (e.g., light limitation, disease like "ice-ice").


	

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


	The language is generally appropriate
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