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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

Introduction

The tittle of the research article is well phrased.
Moreover, the research problem is not clearly
stated, also the research objectives is not cleared
narrated in this part. The introductory party should
highlight at least every aspects pertaining to the
objectives under the study.

Similarly, the researcher should include a short
literature review shown what other different
scholars have reported based on his study topic.

Methodology
This part is wel discussed. However, the

following were not addressed; -
-The type of research design used-
-Sample sizejustification

- Criteria used for purposively selection of shrimp
farmers

Discussion part
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This part is well discussed. Moreover, this part
will be more appealing if you could maintain good
flow of your ideas. This part should be discussed
based on the specific objectives of the study. For
example, line starting from 277 to 286 connection
or flow of ideas to the rest of the other part is
missing. Otherwise after those corrections the
articleis good and can be published.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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