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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	1. The manuscript is informative to scientific community, however it is based on general information rather than focusing climatic conditions that Interacts with maize production.   
2. Title of manuscript  is suitable enough 
3. Abstract of article is quite relevant 
4. It seems like the work for particular maize crop is not defined. It do not include methodology or any specific findings such as results and discussion section. 

5. Research is correct in scientific purpose for general understanding, however it does not put a new advancement to the research field.
6. Reference is sufficient for article.

7. Authors work only rely on general information that is not quite enough to get estimations of behaviour of maize crop transformation towards climate.

8. The omic technique used for enhancement of the crop would not be quite helpful in terms of qualitative food security that can lead health issues.

9. It is time consuming, as climatic scenarios are complex to understand, you would not be able to estimate end results due to post-translational modifications. It is costly too.  

10. Author need to provide specific points regards the topic rather than explaining in general 


	Thanks 

Ok

Noted and revised 

Ok

Effected revision 

Revised

	Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	English proficiency is good enough
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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