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	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 paper is a narrative review paper that is trying to explain the existing knowledge on Taro (Colocasia esculenta) which shows works conducted by others. Discussions should be based on various literatures and works done by others. Results and discussions should be clearly specified. Many scientific names should be written in italics. Too much of comas (,) are been used on sentences which should be marked. Figures should be arranged properly. 
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	Taro (Colocasia esculenta): A review on its phytochemical and pharmacological properties
	

	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 word pharmacological properties should be included.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is no doubt scientifically correct but more references on scientific reviews could have been included. 
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	Scientific description of Taro needs to be mentioned first in introduction. 
The manuscript should be resent to the author so that the paper is arranged in a more proper manner.  More references are to be included in each Nutritional, Phytochemical, Pharmacological sections to highlight that review is been done properly providing valuable scientific literature showing summarizing findings of existing literatures. Otherwise everything is ok.
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