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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
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This is an interesting and promising article, given the fact that it can contribute to food shortages in
poor regions by identifying significant potential in the consumption of native plants.
Yes, itis.

Yes, itis.

Yes, they are.

Yes, itis.

Yes, itis.

There are two simple fix points, which are highlighted in the article as comments.
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Of the two points mentioned above, one of them concerns this issue.
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