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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Topic: 
It should be recast asfollows 
“Evaluation of Fisheries Management techniques in 
Bangladesh” 
 
Abstract 

1. All subheadings i.e. Aim, study 
design..conclusion etc should be removed and 
all context be synchronized to the specified 
number of words for abstract by the journal. 

 
 
Discussion 
Lines 454 – 460, it is void of references from previous 
studies, ut ought to be stated to justify the current study 
 
Line 470, a reference is needed from previous studies 
e.t.c 
 
Generally, discussion involves expressing your results 
and backing up such results with statements from 
previous studies about the subject matter. Your 
discussion generally are just your statements and no 
citations from previous studies to accompany your 
result. It is essential you cite references. 

Topic: 
Accepted, however, as this analysis evaluated 
the community-based fisheries management 
technique so, present name may be 
considered.  
 
Abstract: 
Accepted, and Abstract text reduced according 
to the specified number of words by the 
Journal 
 
 
Discussion: 
Reference provided from previous studies 
 
 
Reference provided accordingly. 
 
 
Thanks and agreed.  
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