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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

Minor REVISION comments Some sentence forms should be corrected because ofinversions and missing words.  There should be someword, punctuation, conjunction corrections, additionsand changes.For example:Line 35 – “suggestion of the fact that?”Line 9 and line 146- “the demand of fish was relatively………..price and income…”line 92- “who found a negative…”- is there a wrongrelative clause?Line 113- usage of the fact thatLine 114- with that ofLine 122- word order

Line 35 suggestionLine 9 and 146 ofLine 92 deleted who found.......Line 113 indicatesLine 114 consistent withLine 122 which shows....These corrections have been effected

Optional/General comments An informative study on the determinants for fishconsumption. Thank you.


