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	The information in this manuscript is actually quite important. The manuscript still needs a lot of information on why these animals are categorized as threatened species. For each species, it should be explained whether its existence is threatened by other animals, or its numbers are decreasing due to predators or because it is slow to reproduce. More references are needed to explain why these animals are threatened. The references presented are still very few. Moreover, the writing of this script uses the literature study method, there should be a lot of literature that should be a reference in writing this script.
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