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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
Author claims that he has collected data from 50 respondents in the methodology section.
Contingency tables have been constructed to test the hypothesis about the independence of
attributes between sustainability and other socio economic factors of coastal resources
utilization in Pangandran district.

Tbale-1 categorizes fifty respondents into Low(5), Medium(24) and High (21) categories based
on public perception.

But from Tabe-2 to Table-4 , where cross-tabulation is under taken between economic, social
and environmental factors with that of sustainability of coastal resources, the total sample size
considerably vary from Table to Table.

Sample size for Table-2 is 79, sample size for Table-3 is 67 and sample size for Thale-4 is 114.
This needs clarification from the author, whether the author has collected only from 50
respondents are sample size vary for each factor.

Whenever the cell frequency is below 5, one need to be cautious in applying Chi-square test. In
most of tables, cell frequencies is below 5.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

NO there no ethical issues in paper.
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