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	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.


	This research works provide new knowledge in the development of bioplastic from the starch extracted from agricultural waste of cassava Manihot esculenta peels and false yam Icacina trichantha tubers. At the same time, it provides the methods to recycle and re-create new products from agricultural waste which can reduce the risks/threats to environment. Moreover, this work promotes alternatives to the usage of single used plastics in packaging application.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not really suitable. The suggestion of the new title is ‘Development of Bioplastic from Cassava Peels and False Yam Tubers Starch: Effect of Bamboo Fibers on Physical, Mechanical and Thermal Properties of the films.


	

	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.


	Please refer the comments in the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are too many errors in the structure of the sentence, sample coding, subtopic naming. The length of the article seems too long which is about 58 pages. Please check the number of pages allow by the journal that you want to publish. Some of the publisher will ask author to pay extra publication charge for each pages added. The manuscript is sound scientifically, however, the overall structure of the manuscript is not well written. The results and discussion part is separated. Please state the results and proceed right away with the discussion. There are many inconsistency regarding the table and figure caption. Some of the figure caption explanation are repeatable for each figures. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are outdated and not sufficient enough to support certain discussion. Please refer comment section for suggestion correction. Authors can use any reference manager for example Mendeley Software to organize the list of references and the format of the citation in text. 
	

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


	There are few grammatical errors. This manuscript must proofread before publish.
	

	Optional/General comments


	-(Major revision regarding the structure of manuscript (please reduce the number of pages/summarize and simplify the results and discussion part, use recent citation, correct the grammatical errors).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
	


Reviewer details:

Wahida Abdul Rahman, MARA University of Technology, Malaysia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

