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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This study will contribute significantly to the scientific community. It will provide the nutritional compositions of Colocasia esculenta parts and their health benefits. The study provides the anticancerous potential of taro dietary fibres as well as the antimicrobial potentials of the plant. The study presents the phytocompounds and their pharmacological potentials.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Taro (Colocasia esculenta (L.) Schott) a Super Plant: A Review of the Supporting Scientific Data

	

	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.


	Taro (Colocasia esculenta (L.) Schott) is a root vegetable, characterized large, heart-shaped leaves and starchy, edible corms (underground stem). The plant is a well-known as a super plant in recent years. The appearance of the plant among the healthiest vegetables in various cultures is popular. It is undeniably supported by scientific evidence that root vegetables are sources of various nutrients, can improve human health and well-being, however it is still unknown why taro is deemed superior to other root vegetables. It is debatable if this claim regarding taro is supported by scientific data or by other considerations. In order to identify the factors contributing to taro's enormous appeal, this paper reviews the plant's botanical traits, nutritional, phytochemical profile, as well as, its bioactive compounds and potential health benefits.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but needs revision. Most facts were not cited. There is need to close some inappropriate paragraphs.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent but more should be provided. These articles could be considered for more information, in addition to others.

1. The author could consider these Chinelo A. Ezeabara, Okeke, C.U., Izundu, A.I. and Ogbuozobe, G.O.  (2015). Anatomy and histochemical localization of calcium oxalate crystals in petioles of five varieties of Colocasia esculenta (L.) Schott. International Journal of Advanced Biological Research, 5(4): 303-308. Published by Society for Science and Nature.
2. Chinelo A. Ezeabara, Okeke, C.U., Izundu, A.I., Udechukwu, C.D. and Ogbuozobe, G.O. (2015). Comparative leaf and root anatomical studies of five varieties of Colocasia esculenta (L.) Schott. International Journal of Science and Nature, 6(4): 576-580. Published by Society for Science and Nature.
3. Chinelo A. Ezeabara, Okeke, C. U. and Amadi, J. E. (2015). Phytochemical, proximate, mineral and vitamin investigations of cormels of five varieties of Colocasia esculenta (L.) Schott found in Anambra State, Southeastern Nigeria. American Journal of Life Science Researches, 3(4):273-281

4. Chinelo A. Ezeabara, C. U. Okeke, J. E. Amadi, A. I. Izundu, Bibian O. Aziagba, P. T.  Egboka and C. D. Udechukwu (2015). Morphological comparison of five varieties of Colocasia esculenta (L.) Schott in Anambra State, Southeastern Nigeria. American Journal of Plant Sciences, 6: 2819-2825

	

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


	The quality of the English is good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript needs a minor revision.
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