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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Title 
2. Abstract 
3. Introduction 
4. Main text 

 
1. Author should consider re-writing the title. There is no mathematical/quantitative 
model and data analysis showing how IF impact on GM livestock product. 
Suggestion: ‘Market making and the role of IF in marketing of GM livestock product’ 
 
2. The abstract is concise and clear but author need to logically and orderly  
presents the background problem, objective, approach and conclusion/suggestion. 
 
3. In the last paragraph of the introduction, author need to state briefly the rationale 
and marginal contributions/significance of the paper. 
 
4. Author should reconsider aligning the objective of the paper with the contents and 
headings of some sections especially 3 and 4. readers expect to see a section on the 
role of IF and marketing of GM products. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
1. We took your comment into account and changed the title of the 
manuscript in accordance to your suggestion. Thank you. 
 
 
 
2. With all due respect to your opinion we believe that the contents of 
the manuscript are in right order. Thank you. 
 
3. Done. Thank you. 
 
4. Done. Thank you. 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Typographical errors 
2. Logical presentation of ideas 
 

 
1. Author should read the paper carefully and effect some corrections on grammar 
and typos. 
2. In the introduction part, author is expected to present his/her arguments in logical 
form each sentence/paragraph having logical connection with previous and 
subsequent ones. 
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