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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

Title: economic, not economical Title: Revised

Abstract: please include objective of the study, write in complete correct sentences. Abstract: Included objective of the study, write in complete correct
Keywords: Must not include words from the title, must be other concepts to increase sentences.

searchability of the paper Keywords: Revised

Introduction: lyai (2017) not found in the reference Introduction: Deleted.

Materials & method: please describe basis of picking 60 respondents out of 145 swine Materials & method: please describe basis of picking 60 respondents out of
farmers 145 swine farmers

Hypothesis: not discussed nor tested in the study Hypothesis: Assessed based on designed models and output of
Result: since objective is not clearly stated, Results is aimless SemPLS.

Conclusion: Does not include results like percentage, must be based on the objectives. Result: Objective stated clearly in the last paragraph of introduction.
References: Jonge (2008) has two entries in the reference, but only one Jonge cited within | since objective is not clearly stated, Results is aimless

text, Ternak not used within text, lyai 2017 Conclusion: Revised. Does not include results like percentage, must be

based on the objectives.
References: Revised. Jonge (2008) has two entries in the reference, but only
one Jonge cited within text, Ternak not used within text, lyai 2017

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Sentences in the Paragraphs lack cohesion.
References: Sufficient to establish knowledge of the study
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