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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 There are some minor technical and grammar mistakes. Isuggest that the author correct the text.It is suggested beside term #Production function#  toinclude in the Keywords the word “econometric analysis” –the central methodological approach is based oneconometric analysis. Production function could be assessedalso by other methodological approaches too, i.e. simulation,optimization, etc….Equation 6: Fish output (Fa) …is the same as Y…are therenecessary two definition for the same depended parameter?
Optional/General comments The paper presents an interesting research that is veryimportant not only on local level but also on state level. Themethodological approach is proper; according to resultsprovided by Linear Production function the use of Cobb-Douglas production function in next phase is the appropriatetool in observed problem. The input data and Results areclearly presented. From methodological point of view thereis none needs to change the paper.
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