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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 
 

 
1.Title- Post-harvest quality of Bt green maize produced in different water harvesting 
techniques with application of rooting agent/stimulators/stimulants 
2. replace Rooting/rooting agent/stimulators in entire manuscript 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1.Abstract-1 line- work/research work 
2.Experimental design-can include number of replication 
3.Place and Duration of Study- 1line- The experiment 
4. Place and Duration of Study-3 line-can include country name 
5. Replace work/ research work in entire manuscript 
6. Replace rooting/ rooting agent /stimulator in entire manuscript 
7.Materials and Methods-71 line-replace soon afterwards 
8. Materials and Methods-95,97 line-It was estimated  
9. Materials and Methods-102 line-Then be braced himself? 
10.Results and Discussion-158,205 line-explain under concentrations of commercial 
rooting  
11. Results and Discussion-271 line- juice 
 explain 
12. Results and Discussion-An interaction..- 5 line- where rooting was applied/ explain what 
induced rooting 
13. Results and Discussion-273 ,278 line- can mention rooting agent  
14. Results and Discussion-282 line-authors/researchers 
15. Results and Discussion-284 line-delete that is 
16.Conclusion-311 line- Conclusion 
17. Conclusion-314 line-systems, the roots of maize were  able to obtain more from the soil 
18.Conclusion- can include 1-2 line/s on future scope of research work 
19.References-418-420 line- different font 
20.References-can include more recent 2018 year references 

Noted 

Optional/General comments 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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