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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

1. the present study was aimed to assess the Rheological, Micro-
structure and functional properties of starch from tubers, in an
attempt to broaden what applications they may be used for within the
food industry.

However, no microstructure studies were performed. Microscopy is about

the shape of the starch, not microstructure or molecular microstructure of

starch.

The authors did several experiments of functional properties of the

different tuber starch. Maybe a table to include all the information about

different starches and also their potential applications could be provided.

2. Too many grammar and format errors, like line 21, line 170, line 228
plate 3.1 and line 411 plate 3.1? figure 2.1 need to be redraw.

3. The tuber starches assessed in this study were cassava (419 um37 and

30572) sweet potato (X-igbariam) and cocoyam (edeahie and NX003). Can

authors give us the reasons to choose these varieties?

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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