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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Author(s) hereby declare that NO generative AI technologies such as Large Language Models (ChatGPT, COPILOT, etc.) and text-to-image generators have been used during the writing or editing of this manuscript. 


	

	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 provides valuable insights into how climate and soil differences affect starch content, sugar profiles, and functional properties like viscosity and sweetness index which are key factors in determining suitability for food applications like infant flours and confectionery products.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The authors did a great job. However, I think since the authors are comparing 3 different sources, I would suggest the title carry the “comparison” e.g “Comparison of Carbohydrate and pasting profile of sweet potato (Ipomoea batatas) flour from three agro-ecological zones in Cameroon”
	

	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 is okay. I would suggest that the authors should talk about starch, what kind of starch or sugar is found in the potatoes. Maybe talk about this in the Introduction.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The Manuscript is correct scientifically. It is detailed enough for reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient. However, the authors might want to look for more recent references. Reference from 1983 might not be the best since research is progressive. 
	

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


	The Language, English is suitable. There are some grammatical errors that will be okay to rectify. I understand that maybe the manuscript was translated to English but the authors should correct the grammatical and syntax errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the authors did a great job. This is another knowledge added to the research body.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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