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Summary:

This paper discusses about the extraction and characterization of starch from potato tuber namely Livingstone Potato (Plectranthus esculentus). A well written manuscript. The author describes in details about the starch.  The method is clearly elaborated. The research finding also are clearly explained. I recommend this paper be accepted after minor revision as listed.

A) Introduction

· The research objectives are not clearly stated. 

· The author describes about the starch extraction process and its waste but does not clearly relate it to the objectives of the study. 

B) Results and Discussion

· The representation of the coloured lines in Figure 3 should be clarified and explicitly indicated within the figure. 

· The wavelength information presented in Figure 4 makes it appear overly cluttered. It is recommended to create a table listing the wavelengths alongside their corresponding structures for better clarity.

· The author states that the most interesting aspect of the FTIR data is the absence of several peaks. However, the reason behind why this absence is considered particularly noteworthy is not clearly explained.

C) Conclusion

· The use of the phrase “P.swelling power.” is confusing. It is appears either a typo or incomplete. It is recommended that the author revisits and clarifies this expression
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