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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Paper was good.  But the assessement of fish 
production and marketing activities in Ibeno (IB) and 
Ikot-Abasi (IK) Local Government Areas of Akwa-Ibom 
State, Nigeria – aim and survey and recommendation 
was good. Apart from the survey author may include 
the quality of traditionally smoked fish quality. 
How to develop the livelihoods of women 
Capacity building programs in a small level for the 
women those who involved in the fish processing 
Development of new techniques for fish processing 
Hygienic method used in fish processing. 

The aim of this survey works doesn’t cover for 
quality assessment as this sometimes cannot 
just be ascertain by mere looking or asking but 
requires some laboratory analysis which is 
outside the scope of this work 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The present work was good. Apart from the survey 
author may include some technical quality, then this 
work will be useful for the processors. 
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