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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it explores sustainable alternatives in concrete production by utilizing rice husk as a partial replacement for fine aggregate. With the growing scarcity of traditional construction materials, this study provides valuable insights into optimizing locally available resources while maintaining structural integrity.
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	Rewrite Abstract with your own writing. It seems that it is done through AI tool.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Authors need to Rewrite Introduction section and increase the content with latest references. Also authors need to provide the physical and chemical properties of cement, aggregate, and rice husk ash, also remove fig.1, 2 and 3. Also need to add some more properties of concrete.
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