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PART1:ReviewComments 
 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’scomment(ifagreedwithreviewer,correct 
themanuscriptandhighlightthatpartinthe 
manuscript.Itis mandatorythatauthorsshouldwrite 
his/herfeedbackhere) 

Compulsory REVISIONcomments 

 
1. Isthemanuscript important forscientific community? 

(Please writefewsentenceson thismanuscript) 

 

 

Yes,thescientificcommunitywillfindvalueinthemanuscript.It offersafreshapproachto 
decolonizingtraditionalvegetablesinthe SouthernAfricanDevelopmentCommunity(SADC)region and 
in Eswatini.Theprocessincorporatesarangeof stakeholders,includingfarmers,extension 
agents,researchers,andpolicymakers,andis groundedintheideasofparticipatoryaction 
research.Theefficiencyofthemethodologyis furtherdemonstratedbythepilotstudyresults 
presentedinthepublication.Thesefindingsaresignificantbecausetheyshowthatdecolonizing 
indigenousvegetablescanbea usefulstrategyforenhancingnutritionandfoodsecurityin the 
area. 

 

 
2.  Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(Ifnotpleasesuggest analternativetitle) 

 
Yes,thearticle'stitleisappropriate.Itaccuratelyconveysthearticle'ssubstanceand is simpleand 
succinct.Asignificantandtopicaltopic,thetitlealsoemploystheterm"decolonization"toreferto 
theprocessofrecoveringandpromotingindigenous/traditionalveggies. 

 
3. Isthe abstract ofthearticlecomprehensive? 

Yes,Ithinkthearticle'sabstractcoverseverything.Itdoesagoodjobofsummarizing themain 
ideasoftheresearch,includingitsgoals,methods,conclusions,andimportance.Additionally, 
theabstractisrelevantandwell-written,adheringtoaprofessionaltonebefittinganacademic 
journalwhileutilizingpertinentkeywords. 

 
Thefollowingsummarizesthewaysinwhichtheabstractexhibitscomprehensiveness: 

 
Elucidated Objective: Thestudy'sobjective, asexpressed intheabstract,isto"decolonize, 

document, and deliberate on the importance  of traditional  vegetables in the Kingdom of 
Eswatini." Thismakesiteasytograsp thegoalsofthestudy.Thisprovidesreaders withan 
overviewofthestudy'smethodology. 

 
Emphasized Important Findings: Thestudy'sprimaryconclusionsareoutlinedintheabstract, 

whichemphasizesthetraditionalveggies'medical,cultural,andnutritionalworth.Italsonotes 
thedearthofdataontheireconomicsignificance. 

Thestudy'srelevanceisemphasizedintheabstract'sconclusion,whichnotesthat itis thefirst 
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 tothoroughly recordthevalueoftraditional vegetablesintheKingdomofEswatini.This 
demonstratesthestudy'svalueto theindustry. 

Appropriate Keywords: Tohelpclassifyandmakethestudysearchable,theabstractincludes 
pertinentkeywordslike"decolonization," "traditionalvegetables,""nutrient-dense," "climate- 
smart,""foodsecurity,"and"sustainabledevelopmentgoals(SDGs)." 

FormalTone:Theentireabstractiswritteninaformaltone,withouttheuseofexcessively 
informalorcolloquialterminology. Thisisinkeepingwithwhatonewouldexpectfroman 
academicjournalarticle. 

 
Overall,theabstract doesagoodjobofsummarizingthe keycomponentsofthestudy inaclear 
andunderstandablemanner.Maintainingaformalacademictone, itcovers the study's objective, 
methods,findings,andimportanceingreatdetail. 

 

4. Aresubsectionsandstructureof themanuscript appropriate? Yes,themanuscript'sorganizationandsubsectionsareappropriate.Thesubsectionsare 
instructiveandhaveacceptabletitles,andthearticleis easilyreadableandwell-organized. 
Additionally,themanuscript'sorganizationmakessensegiventhekindof researchbeing 
presented. 

 

5. Do you thinkthemanuscriptisscientifically correct? Myevaluationsuggeststhatthemanuscriptisaccuratefromascientificstandpoint.Thestudy 
approach  is precisely laid out, the results are given in an understandablemanner, and the 
discussion isperceptiveandbacked upbydata.Additionally,themanuscriptusesproper language 
andlayoutinaccordance withscientificwritingguidelines.Thebook,inmyopinion,issound 
scientificallyandaddsa greatdealtothebodyofknowledgeontraditionalvegetablestudy. 

6. Arethereferences sufficientandrecent?If you have 

suggestionofadditionalreferences,please mentioninthe 

reviewform. 

 
(Apart fromabove mentioned6 points, reviewersare freetoprovide 
additionalsuggestions/comments) 

Thedocument containsalargenumberofreferencesthataddressabroadvarietyofsubjects 
relatedtotraditionalvegetablesintheKingdomofEswatini.Nonetheless,thereferencesmaybe 
strengthenedinafewareas: 
Recentness:Therearemany earlierreferences(publishedbefore 2010),eventhough themajority ofthe 
referencesaremore recent—issuedwithinthe lastten years.Morerecentpapersshould be addedtothe 
referencelist,particularlyinfields wherenoteworthyadvancementsorresearchhave 
occurredrecently.Thiswouldmakeitmorelikelythatthemanuscriptwillrepresentthemost 
recentdevelopmentsinthefield. 
Here aresomesuggestions for additional references: 

 

• "Thepotential ofAfricanindigenous vegetables incombating hunger and 
malnutrition"by Jansen Van Rensburgetal. (2004) 

• "Improved community land useforsustainableproduction and utilization ofAfrican indigenous 
vegetables inthe lakeVictoriaRegion"by Onyangoet al. (2005) 
•   "Role ofindigenous leafy vegetables in combating hunger and malnutrition, South 
African Journal of Botany"by Voster et al. (2008) 

• "Production systems of traditional leafy vegetables: Challenges forresearchand 
extension"by Voster et al. (2008) 

• "Nutritional value ofleafy vegetables of sub-Saharan Africa and their potential 
contribution to human health: A review"by Uusikuet al. (2010). 

 

  
 Vegetables of South Africa: Nutritional Value,Importance,and Novel Approaches 

forImprovement (pp. 425-435).Springer. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 

 

1. Islanguage/Englishquality of the articlesuitableforscholarly 

communications? 

 
Thearticle'slanguageandEnglishqualityareappropriateforacademicwriting,yes.Thereareno 
grammaticalissuesandthe languageis easytoreadandconcise.Theauthortailorsher 
terminologyandsentenceconstructionto appealtoacademicreaders.Inaddition,theessayis 
clearlylaidoutandeasytoread. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments   

 
 
 
 
 
 



ReviewForm 1.7  

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) 
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