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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study explored the impact of different storage methods on the macronutrient and antinutrient compositions of potatoes. The research is relevant in the scientific community, providing insight on the effect of storage location and duration on the nutrient composition of potatoes. However, the authors did not specify the variety of potato studied.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is suitable with clear focus and scope.
	

	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 abstract did not clearly reflect the manuscript’s content. I suggest that the authors delete the section on “place and duration of study” from the abstract. The methodology is not comprehensive, I therefore, suggest a clear but concise description of the methodology in the abstract, including number of samples and their processing methods, to reflect manuscript content. 
Check and increase the number of keywords.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient. Most of the references (about 70%) are recent.
	

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


	The quality of English language used in the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication. However, there is need to correct the grammatical errors for better understanding of the manuscript. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors should clearly describe the existing knowledge gaps in this area of research and how the present study will contribute to filling these gaps.  The study methodology is unclear, the authors should clearly identify the potato variety studied and provide a detailed processing methods used in obtaining the flour samples, to clear this claim “Potato from each of these storage methods were collected without replacement, observed, and analyzed for its tuber and flour properties fortnightly for 56 days”. 
Results for both the fresh tuber and flour samples should be reported and discussed. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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