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The manuscript prepared with utmost care.   
The abstract gives the nature of work in brief 
The introduction part gives the aim of the work with literature review from 
1966 and also the latest development in this area was described in detail. 
The materials and methods regarding the study area was described with 
suitable examples 
The uses of the study material was given 
The results and discussion part gives the clear cut idea regarding the plant 
material and its morphology.   
Comparison of the plant material was given in Tables 
The results and discussion part gives a detailed account of the work 
The conclusive session briefs the work 
The adequate number of references were listed from 1966 to 2014. 
Recommend for publication 
The manuscript was free from typographical error and grammatical errors. 
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