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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Dear author(s), 
 
This is an interesting research article. However, several questions were raised and 
suggestions were provided in order to enhance the quality of the paper as follows: 
 
1. The title needs minor modification; please delete the word ‘Gender’.  
2. The findings in the abstract should be general findings and summarised them. 
3. Line 36-40 should be supported by relevant sources. 
4. Lines 57-50 needs relevant literature to support the argument.  
5. This manuscript suffers with theoretical background, and relevant recent literatures on 

fisheries development in both developed and developing countries.   
6. The map is not clear and tries to find other map. 
7. Sub-themes in the manuscript need to rephrase and rewrite as I found some 

misleading sentences.  
8. The data collection methods are poorly explained. 
9. The findings are Okay!  
10. The discussions need rigour explanation based on the previous literature.  
11. What are limitations of this study? 
12. Suggestions for future research? 
13. There are many technical errors as well as grammatical errors; I suggest the 

manuscript should be sent to professional proof-reader for further language checking.   
14. The references should be followed APA 6th edition.  

 
Good Luck! 
 
As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for 
our paper. 
 
Kindly see the following link:  
 
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
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