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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The manuscript is a good review paper and highlighted rich micronutrient content and it can address malnutrition issues to overcome the nutritional disorders of the vulnerable sections of the community. 

Manuscript also highlighted month wise and season wise lifecycle of Typhonium trilobatum, this information will help farmer to make a suitable plan for cultivation initiative of the crop.

Manuscript has pointed out comparison that Typhonium trilobatum has better bioavailable source of iron and calcium than Spinach and will help to choose better option for the dieticians.

Information and data of the paper will help scientific community and policy maker to take an appropriate measure to promote it as good nutritious and income generating vegetable.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article is suitable and matching with the content of the manuscript
	

	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.
	Abstract can highlight briefly rich nutrient content (mention micronutrient names) and medicinal value of the Typhonium trilobatum in very precise form.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Few changes are required in the paper to improve the quality of the paper and these are as below

1. Please highlight calcium oxalate crystals quantification of leaf and tuber of Typhonium trilobatum from references.

2. Please add more works on pharmacological in the manuscript as it is a review paper and required citing more review references on this aspect.

3. Author has mentioned “Some parts of rural India including West Bengal have started its commercial cultivation” please cite reference on it. If it is author observation please mention areas and year of observations.

4. Local market Price of Howarah and Kolkata please put reference on it.

5. Please cite reference against this sentence (web link) “e-commerce website the price touches up to Rs 400 for 1 kg of this leafy vegetable”

6. Please put references or put name of nursery where it was observed against the sentence “Some nursery has promoted Typhonium trilobatum as a seasonal ornamental (especially during rainy season) plant.

7. Please incorporate one table for ethnobotanical uses of this plant used by different tribes in Northeast India from the published paper. Because it is popularly used as medicine and vegetable by the different tribes especially in Assam and Tripura.

8. Please add under note that souring agent like lemon, tamarind and tomato are also used to reduce the calcium oxalate content while cooking this vegetable from different references
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. References are not sufficient as it is a review manuscript more references are required on pharmacological work.

2. Reference of Sousa year of publication mismatch in running text and reference section

3. Reference Mohammed et al. 2010 is missing in the running text please check it
	

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


	Language of the manuscript are correct and are easily understandable to the different stakeholder
	

	Optional/General comments


	Paper attempt was good and it is suitable for publication after above corrections
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There is no any ethical issues in this manuscript
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