Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Physical and Chemical Sciences 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJOPACS_133152

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Characterization of cassava parallelepiped-shaped samples convection drying: Consideration of temperature and initial sample dimensions impact.

	Type of the Article
	Research paper


	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.


	These types of articles are very useful in the agri-food sector to address the current challenges of supplying the population with nutritionally qualitative food. The variety of foods and the organoleptic properties of each make it essential to conduct specific studies in this regard. It is essential to find new food preservation methods that do not compromise the nutritional properties. Studies like these can have positive socio-economic impacts on the population.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A clearer form might be: "Impact of temperature and initial sample dimensions on convection drying of parallelepiped-shaped cassava samples".
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and exhaustive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is well-structured overall, and the description of the experiments is simple, accurate, and straightforward. However, in my opinion, a significant limitation is evident. It is unclear whether the experiments were conducted with replicates and if the obtained values are statistically significant. I recommend clarifying this aspect and, if necessary, repeating the experiment to achieve complete scientific validity for the study in question. Otherwise, there are no grounds for its publication

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient in number and all recent.
	

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


	The English is clear, and the article is well written.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The titles of paragraphs 2.2.1 and 2.2.2 are identical, which seems to be a typographical error.

I recommend verifying that the figures referenced in the text match those cited. The figures should be introduced in the text before being displayed.
I recommend further exploring aspects related to the composition of the different samples under study in order to qualitatively enrich this research.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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