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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 
 

 
I think the document is well written. The figure 1 need restructuration Friend 
mitten crab farmers and Wholesalers is 136.5%. The total is not 100%?. It is 
also necessary for figure 2. 
 
In the Training in the final section of results would be important to indicate 
the source of these trainings (government or NGO. 
  
In the discussion the topic 
Food safety remains a major burden facing the seafood industry: In the 
whole study there were no data on the quality of the product, forms of 
storage or infrastructure, in the absence of these data I suggest to take the 
paragraph. 
Credit has significant role for the removal of farmer. In the whole study no 
data on credit were presented, if there is data, I suggest to be included in the 
results in order to strengthen this line. 
  

 
Edited (Multiple responses > 100%)) 
 
 
 
Effected  
 
 
 
There is an analysis on page 4 
 
 
 
There is an analysis on credit (page 6).  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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