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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this 
manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript provides critical insights into the barriers limiting the 
consumption of neglected and underutilized green leafy vegetables (GLVs) in the 
tribal regions of Garo Hills, Meghalaya. By highlighting key determinants such as 
availability, nutritional awareness, and taste perception, the study underscores the 
unique challenges faced by urban and rural populations. Its findings emphasize 
the need for targeted interventions to enhance access and awareness, offering a 
pathway to improve dietary diversity and nutritional outcomes in these 
communities. The research contributes valuable knowledge for policymakers and 
development programs aiming to address malnutrition and promote sustainable 
dietary practices in tribal regions. 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The topic of the study is suitable. However, the authors need to be specific in their 
title, by Green Leafy Vegetables are they referring to indigenous or exotic or??  

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest 
the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? 
Please write your suggestions here. 

 

The abstract is well written.   

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? The subsection of the manuscript is well-structured and appropriate.   

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 

This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound as it is grounded in 
comprehensive data collection and statistical analysis. It uses a well-structured 
methodology to compare urban and rural populations, supported by appropriate 
sample sizes and clearly presented findings, including tables and statistical 
significance testing. The study effectively highlights key differences in GLV 
consumption patterns, barriers, and perceptions, drawing on quantitative metrics 
like weighted averages, frequencies, and p-values to substantiate its conclusions. 
Furthermore, the integration of contextual factors, such as anaemia prevalence 
and potential dietary interventions, enhances the relevance and applicability of the 
findings, demonstrating a thoughtful approach to addressing public health 
concerns. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in 
the review form. 
- 

Can the authors of the manuscript try to replace old references from 2004/13/17 etc 
with recent ones? 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 

 

The language is suitable, it just needs an English editor  
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Rudzani Nengovhela 
Department, University & Country University of Limpopo, South Africa 
 
 
 


