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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 

 
The manuscript presents serious problems of 
language and therefore the information 
presented is not clear. For example in the 
abstract the authors said: 
……..with selected with the assistance of local 
authorities resource persons have 
established a list of endangered food plants 
compared to their operating manner. 
 

Has to say:  …..with the assistance of local 
authorities persons have established a list of 
endangered food plants by comparing their 
operating manner…. 
 

 

The authors said:  ….. crops. Their bodies’ 
majority routinely used are the fruits and 
leaves. ,,,, 
 
Has to say : ….the most used parts are the 
fruits and leaves …. 
 
Authors should mention the number of 
men and women, age groups, education, 
etc. of informants. 
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Authors  should include the list of identified 
species, voucher numbers, used part, etc.. 
 
 

Authors should carefully review the wording 
and the language used. 

Minor REVISION comments 
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