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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 study explored the use of Response Surface Methodology (RSM) and Artificial Neural Network (ANN) to optimize concrete mix design using locally sourced materials, aiming to achieve maximum strength and durability. The optimized mix, validated through laboratory tests, achieved a predicted compressive strength of 31.48 MPa, confirming the effectiveness and cost-efficiency of RSM and ANN in concrete mix optimization.
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	The abstract is well-written and comprehensive, but here are some suggestions for improvement:
Additions:

1. Specifically state the research objective, 
2. Mention the significance of the Response Surface Method (RSM) and ANN  model).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but can be presented in the following order: 1. INTRODUCTION, 2. LITERATURE REVIEW, 3. METHODOLOGY, 4. RESULTS, 5. DISCUSSION, 6. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS, 7. REFERENCES.
 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. The references are sufficient but not too recent. More recent references like 2023, 2024 and 2025 can be added.
2. Limit the references to 20-25
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	The quality of the English is suitable for scholarly communication, but kindly revise manuscript for grammar check
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	1. Clearly state the aim and objectives of the study in your INTRODUCTION

2. Kindly place all sections where they ought to be like: mixing some methods used in (3) with results in (4). 
3. All the equations, softwares and methods used should be a write-up for methodology (3). Organize sequentially

4. The results in table like the particle size analysis, chemical analysis report for sand and cement should be for results (4).
5. Avoid cluster of words and tautology.

6. Kindly provide the Performance Evaluation Metrics for the ANN in your (2) and (3) to show how efficient the ANN model was.
7. Use the Insert > insert equation for clarity in writing each equations and function with supporting reference.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There are no ethical issues in this manuscript
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	There are no competing interest issues in this manuscript
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