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Minor REVISION comments 
 

I appreciated authors effort to evaluate Energy Evaluation 
of Maize (Zea mays L.) under irrigated and un-irrigated 
conditions.”, but there are some major mistakes that in my 
review is below 

1. Abstract need to revise with scientific values of 
each parameter variations with each combination. 

2. There are many grammar mistakes which made 
confusion in understanding, its need to recheck 
whole manuscript. 

3. Authors used lack of standard literature 
4. Authors used some abbreviations but didn’t explain 

once its meaning. 
5. There is no comparative discussion and hierarchy 

between irrigated and un-irrigated conditions. 
6. Author should add conclusion with study 

significance. 
7. References need to recheck 
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