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	1. The author has not adequately addressed the core methodological weaknesses previously identified. The attached manuscript still relies solely on frequency and percentage analysis for constraint identification in maize farming, with no incorporation of inferential statistical tools such as Garrett Ranking, Kendall’s Coefficient of Concordance, correlation analysis, or hypothesis testing, despite explicit reviewer requests. This severely limits the scientific validity of the findings.

2. The manuscript’s methodology section remains unclear and insufficiently revised, even though the reviewer requested detailed clarification of sampling design, coding of open-ended responses, and justification of the 90-farmer sample size. These issues are still present in the revised manuscript, indicating that the author did not implement substantive improvements.

3. The author’s responses in the review form (e.g., “Noted and Revised,” “Manuscript has been revised”) do not correspond to meaningful changes in the paper. Core scientific shortcomings—such as the absence of validation metrics, shallow discussion, and poor analytical depth—remain unchanged in the submitted version.

4. The abstract and conclusion still suffer from descriptive repetition rather than analytical insights. Despite reviewer comments, the conclusion continues to merely restate findings instead of synthesizing implications or proposing actionable interventions based on the constraint analysis.

5. The discussion section remains weak and disconnected from broader literature and national agricultural programs. Previous reviews asked the author to relate findings to existing schemes such as RKVY, NFSM, ICAR maize initiatives, but the revised manuscript does not incorporate these connections, limiting its scientific relevance and policy value.

6. Language and presentation issues persist throughout the manuscript, including long, repetitive sentences, grammatical errors, and inconsistent terminology (e.g., the wording about “Single cross hybrids” cited in the review). The author has not performed the recommended language editing or restructuring, and several tables still lack clarity, alignment, and standard formatting.

7. The references remain outdated, with very few citations from recent years (2022–2024), despite the reviewer’s explicit suggestion to update the literature base. This further indicates that the author did not engage with the revision process adequately.

8. Overall, the manuscript continues to resemble a regional extension bulletin rather than a scientific research article suitable for the Journal of Scientific Research and Reports. The lack of methodological rigor, inadequate revision effort, and limited scientific contribution make it unsuitable for publication.
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