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 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

  

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

 

I think the title is correct  
 

 

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 summary needs to be enriched by including a brief description of the methodology, results 
and conclusions obtained. 

 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

  

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

  

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

 

Linguistic quality is correct 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

In the methodology, it is suggested to better describe how the data were collected (e.g. 
interviews, locality guide).  
The discussion part is more focused on describing the results, it is necessary to enrich with 
more references the different uses that the described plants could have.  
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Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Susan Yaracet Paez Leon 

Department, University & Country Universidad Autonoma del estado de Morelos, Mexico 

 
 
 
 


