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 Limited market access forces farmers to sell to
middlemen who pay less, reducing profit margins.

Limitations and Recommendations Contact Details
*Kristina Resmi Setiani: resmikristina@gmail.com

Small sample size for 10 traditional farmers limits the depth of comparative analysis. The Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries of Indonesia

Improve training programs and better market access to help farmers achieve the economic

potential of BFT. GRO-FTP
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