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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

1. Table 2 was not referred in the text
2. The following references were in the text but not in the reference list

o field survey (2017)

were not given

3. Stated four Problems encountered by agar farmers, but suggestions to overcome

We would like to express our gratitude to the reviewer for his/her insightful
comments and suggestions for improving our manuscript. According to
reviewer comments, we have revised the manuscript:

1. By mistake Table 2 was not referred in the text previously, and now it
is referred in the text.

2. In the manuscript field survey (2017), indicates the data obtained by
the Author himself in study area by face to face interview with the
respondents. That's why field survey (2017) was not included in the
reference list.

3. Probable solutions of these problems were included in the conclusion
section of the manuscript (Row 235, 236, 237,238) and hope that this
addresses the concerns of the reviewer.

Minor REVISION comments

Revisions has to be done as above comments

Optional/General comments

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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