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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

1. Revise use of cited in….. and rather use original 

source documents 

2. Explain or justify use data analyses technique,  

state basis for selection of the technique, 

evidence of  its  application to similar studies by 

other authors, its strengths vis-viz purpose of 

study etc 

3. On key words consider including maize and 

Bangladesh 

4. Author need to discuss results and findings in 

more detail,  make comparisons with studies on 

similar subject  

1. It is already done. 

 
2. It is done. 
 
 
 
3. It is done. 
 
4. It is done. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

1. Author to consider use of other data analyses 

techniques  

2. Inclusion of too many  figures in the abstract 

need revision 

3. Grammar  and sentence structuring need to be 

revised 

 

1. I think, it is logical. 

 

2. I think, it is logical. 

 

3. It is done. 
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