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	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.
	This study investigates the development and characterisation of biodegradable bioplastic films based on cassava starch blended with polyvinyl alcohol (PVA) and glycerol as a plasticiser. Good to promotes biodegradable plastic materials.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The tittle describes a review article… Must be refined to represent the experimental research paper... Highlight the main materials…. “Development and Characterisation of Cassava Starch based Bioplastics….”
	

	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.
	Include research gap and a little bit of methodology should be good
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

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

	Optional/General comments
	The introduction lacks a clear statement of the research gap and study objectives in its final paragraph…. The authors should explicitly highlight the unresolved issues in previous studies and state the purpose of this research…. The multi-level numbering (three levels and above) makes the structure a bit heavy, so simplifying it would improve readability and align better with typical research article formatting….
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10) Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8) Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5) Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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