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	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 manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community because it contributes new insights that advance current understanding in its field. The findings presented can help bridge existing knowledge gaps and offer a foundation for further research and technological development. Furthermore, the study provides data and analyses that may inform future experimental design, policy considerations, or practical applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Bamboo fiber should be included in the title because it plays a big role in the characteristics of bioplastics. The alternative title “Formulation and Characterization of Biodegradable Starch-Based Bioplastics from Cassava Peels and False Yam Tubers Reinforced with Bamboo Fiber”
	

	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 comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically correct
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	The references used are sufficient and recent
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	The English quality is acceptable but requires moderate revision before publication. There are instances of awkward phrasing, grammatical errors, and unclear sentences that may impede comprehension. The authors should consider a thorough language review to improve clarity, coherence, and readability
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	The research ideas outlined in this manuscript are good, but the writing of the manuscript still needs a major revision, regarding size, font, spacing and margins, there are still many discrepancies found. Apart from that, the introduction, methods, data display in the results and discussion still need to be improved
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