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Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that part in
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

This paper deals with the physical and functional properties
of acetylated cassava starch. It isinteresting. The datais
solid and the analysis is detailed. | would like to recommend
publish this manuscript after minor revision.

(1)Page 3 line 70 to 83, the experimental methods (bulk
density, sedimentation volume, water or oil absorption
capacity, viscosity, swelling power and solubility) should be
more detailed.

(2)Figure 2,4A, 4B and 6 are complicated, it is better use
tables.

(3)The discussion part is too short, and the authors
concluded their results were similar to the previous reports,
Hence, they should carefully analyze their results and show
originality.

Thank you for all the wonderful comments. We
have revised the manuscript with your
invaluable suggestions as follows:

(1) The Bulk Density, Sedimentation Volume,
,Viscosity, Swelling Power and Solubility have
been discussed in detail in the manuscript. They
all appear in RED.

(2) We have allowed Figures 2, 4A, 4B and 6 to
remain as Figures rather than Tables because the
trends are easier to comprehend with Figures
rather than Tables

(3) The Discussion part has been beefed-up to
show the originality of the work.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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