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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
INTRODUCTION 
 
* Line # 69, ….. 74: production technologies into their fish farming system hence the need 
for this study. The study was designed to provide answers to the following research 
questions: What are the socio-economic characteristics of the catfish farmers? What are 
sources of funds available for the catfish farmers? What are sources of information used by 
the catfish farmers? What are improved catfish production technologies used by the 
farmers?  What are constraints to use of improved catfish production technologies by the 
farmers? 
 
Delete highlighted ones. 
 
* Introduction portion is too lengthy, needs to be short down. 
 
METHODOLOGY 
 
Mean score calculation formulae / procedure missing. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Needs revision as per study findings. 
 
REFERENCES 
 
* Not incorporated as per journal’s format in reference section 
 
* Almost all references added are of 2005, 2006, 2007; are there no new references 
available??? 
 
Manuscript have some Language issues; needs to be addressed 
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Data / results can be presented in graphic form.  
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