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Abstract too long… please summarize based on: 
1) Issue 
2) Objective 
3) Methodology 
4) Main result 
5) Recommendation/ policy implication 
The author did not discuss the recommendation in abstract 
Introduction – please put the citation or sources for the first paragraph 
“In the current experiment, we analyze shrimp farming, its return on investment, cost structure, and factors 
that affect yield in order to sustain shrimp farming for future demands.” – put the sentence in the previous 
paragraph. – 1 paragraph should have a minimum of 5 sentences. 
The authors don’t include a literature review the n article/ writing 
Please rewrite the methodology section since not follow the standard of the journal.  
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