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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1.Abstract - 15 line-require sustainable use of the plant resources by control on their harvest and 
conservation of the wild edible plant resources 
2. Please check  paragraph alignment throughout the manuscript 
3.Background-48 line-Central India 
4.Materials and Methods-59 line-North-East 
5. Materials and Methods-74 line-2100 mm (remove bold) 
6.Glimpses of survey- can include name of wild plants, location of plant collection 
7.Table.1- can mention meaning of khar pani in English 
8.Results and Documentation-130 line-(2009) documented 
9.Table.3-Basella alba- can mention community, Euryale ferox Salisb -nutritious 
10.Results and Discussion-146 line- explain WEP 
11. Results and Discussion-165 line-use, management and conservation of wild  edible plants 
12.References-185 line- Deb D, Sarkar A, Deb Barma B, Datta BK and- remove italic 
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