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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

Although most of the typo were corrected, the author failed to address some important 

corrections suggested in the previous manuscript. For instance in the subtitle 2.6, there 

was a suggestion to change cooking to temperature. The relationship between Basotho 

and Lesotho and the necessity of their interchangibility in the article was not 

addressed,  

 

So many others suggestion in the original pdf manuscript which I sent back were not 

addressed. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In view of this recommendation for the acceptance of the manuscript is based on 

effecting the recommended corrections. 

- Basotho vs Lesotho: Lesotho is a country inhabited by Basotho, but to avoid 

confusion, only the Country is used 

- Cooking vs temperature: the change has been effect appropriately (Pg 4, line 119) 

 

 

 

- The suggestions which were not addressed were stated in the earlier review by the 

authors. Unless the reviewer is specific, it is difficult to address the concerns 

specifically. Otherwise, I stated in the previous review that it seems the formatting 

of the document changed the editing, some words were mixed as well as the issue of 

references. If this is still the case, I would suggest the reviewer used a different 

computer, or else, I do not knw what to change any more since the document is well 

formatted on my side. All the highlighted areas have been responded to. 

 

-  The issue of authority, while this may be important, it is doubtful this would any 

value towards the article being put forth. Unfortunately 4 of the 5 plants have been 

identified.  

 

- While the opinion of the reviewer is important, it would be unfair to base the 

acceptance of the article on the Botanical Authority yet the article is about the 

vegetables as they are consumed in Lesotho. The reference to the Scientific name 

was merely to offer global recognition of the vegetables, not to impart any 

taxonomic impression. 

 


