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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 (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 manuscript is about the drying characteristics of sweet potato. The study can be used as a base for advanced research in the topic. The results can be applied in food drying, industry, and home-made food products.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Convective drying characteristics of white-skinned sweet potato spheres (Ipomoea batatas L.) Lam.
	

	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 need to be revised, especially for the sentences marked with red in the attached file.
Sweet potato, can be added to the keywords.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The layout/structure looks fine: (abstract, keywords, introduction, materials and methods, results and discussion, conclusion, and ref.).
The titles and subtitles numbering need a revision.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	About 32 references. 
The style need to be checked

Mostly old references.

Only 5 ref. are 2020-2022.

Many refs. in the text but not shown in the ref. list (e.g., IMF; 2018, Chen, et al. 2018, İbrahim Doymaz 2014, Compaoré et al. 2017, Tunçkal et al. 2023, Göksel et al 2023, Diamante and Munro 1993, Koide et al. 1996, Panigrahi et al 1996, Onwude et al. 2019, Omwude.,2018, Pavon-Medendez and al, 2002)
Ref. 10&20 are the same,

While some refs. are show in the list but not cite in text (e.g., Yagcioglu. 1999, Compaoré et al. 2022, Doymaz 2006, Compaoré et al. 2019, Mota 2010, Ngugen  2015, Onwude et al. 2018, Ouoba et al. 2021, Wange t al 2022, Zhu et al. 2014)
Most cite recent works
	

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


	Suitable, but some words are in other language.
It is better to use passive or past when writing, instead of using we, or, us….
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction:
 Is too short for such study. 
More previous & recent works in this field must be cited
The objectives can be put in the last paragraph of the introduction. 
The last three paragraphs can be move up and be placed somewhere before the objectives paragraph.
Materials:

The first two paragraph in the Materials section can be moved to the introduction section.

It mentioned that the samples are cut into 1 cm cubes. But in the text it mentioned sphere of 2 and 3 cm dia.
Modelling:

Establishing drying curves, drying kinetics, mathematical modelling of drying, -
Effective diffusion coefficients, -
Activation energy…; all can be put under on title (Mathematical Modelling)

Here are Ten (10) models, but 7 models in the abstract.
All equations/formulae must be referenced.
The figures/numbers need to be revised (e.g.  
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Pls. Show the Formulae for drying models.

Revised some drying terms 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Only two curves for 2cm sample

curves for 3cm sample are not shown

Figure 1 y-axis title is not clear

Figure 1b:x-axis is time not temp.
Revise the use of the (,) and (.) with the numbers.
More results can be shown and discussed
MR vs time, 

validation of the selected drying model

Author/s must cite newly or recent research in the field.

CONCLUSION
Author mentioned samples of 1 cm and 1.5 cm thick. Which is not cover in the results.
Can give some suggestions for future works.

It need some revise.

· Other comments/places for revision are given in the attached file. Red colour and marked yellow.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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