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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 for the dietary analysis of commercially important fish species using otolith morphology.
Diet analysis using otoliths is a highly useful tool in ecosystems with high prey diversity.
This work contributes new knowledge for fisheries management in Indonesia and similar environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, but I suggest a shorter version such as:
'Feeding pattern of the purple-spotted bigeye (Priacanthus tayenus) inferred from otolith analysis in the Makassar Strait, Indonesia'

	

	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.


	The Abstract is correct; however, I suggest placing the following two sentences at the end: “The diversity of otoliths found reflects the flexibility of Purple-spotted bigeye eating to the composition of prey available in its habitat. This finding shows that otolith analysis in the stomach can be used as an effective approach to identify predator feeding ecology” so that the abstract becomes more coherent and easier to understand.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is acceptable; however, I suggest justifying why small, medium, and large predator sizes were selected. What size ranges correspond to each group? Was any analysis conducted to determine if there is a relationship between predator size and the prey consumed? I believe including such an analysis would greatly enrich the study.
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	The references are sufficient and include recent works.

I suggest reviewing all references and adding the DOI wherever possible.
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	Yes, but a careful revision of grammar and syntax is needed. 
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