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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Referencing has not followed the journal’s style.  But again the references written at the 
end of the manuscript are not cited in the next.  This is unacceptable. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Arrangement of subtopics as per the requirement of the journal should be followed. 
A discussion on the insignificant parameters in Table 6 is lacking.  The author should 
address this concern. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Generally, the manuscript portrays topic issues on export of maize from India.  If the 
comments raised are fully addressed the manuscript is commendable for publications. 
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