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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 
 

In the summary section, international currencies should be used instead of local currency. 
The purpose of the study is not given clearly. The purpose should be more explicitly 
mentioned as superficial. 
The second figure cannot be understood. 
Table 3 cannot be understood. Please explain all equations and formulas.  
All aquaculture production values  in the region would be appropriate.  In particular, the 
total production amounts of enterprises surveyed will be useful. 
Analyzes throughout the study should be made in dollars, which is an international 
currency rather than a local currency. 
Comparisons should be made with similar studies. 
Discussion part should be add on this research paper.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
More recent aquaculture data should also be used in introduction part.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The English of the text should be reviewed again. 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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