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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

Author described, “A baseline survey was conducted in 3 districts of the
Upper East Region of Ghana to assess current postharvest practices and
factors influencing long and bulk storage of maize”. The area which
covered by author were demographic information, cropping system,
postharvest operation and losses, storage methods, pest management
strategies. But in methodology, author did not mentioned about the
approach or even the main considerations. I suggested to explain the
section materials and methods clearly.

Storage methods and duration (Table: 10 and 11), it was not clear that
is there any comparisons with package type and the storage duration. It
is appropriate to mention the package type with storage duration,
because the methods you described have different effects on stored
products.

The title specifies the crop and it was not specific in objectives.

Minor REVISION comments

There are no any captions for the plates you given as well if you
need to use plates for explanation use only the important plates
which support to explain your findings.

Discussions related to other findings were not addressed.

Optional /General comments

Good work. Good effort. Some important considerations not clearly
mentioned during presentation.
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