Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Archives of Current Research International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ACRI_137039

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Innovative Use of Paddy Straw Ash in Concrete: Boosting Strength and Sustainability

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript is important to the scientific community because it offers a viable and sustainable way to use agricultural waste, notably Paddy Straw Ash (PSA), in the manufacturing of concrete. By proving PSA's pozzolanic capability and determining the ideal replacement level, the study offers important new information for the creation of environmentally friendly building materials. It tackles important environmental issues like the incorrect disposal of rice cultivation leftovers and carbon emissions from the production of cement. Furthermore, the results lend credence to the wider effort to adopt resource-efficient construction methods and green building technology, especially in rural and underdeveloped areas.
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	The article's abstract is generally thorough and does a good job of summarizing the main goals and conclusions of the research. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The use of Paddy Straw Ash (PSA) as a partial substitute for cement in mortar is presented in a well-structured experimental inquiry, and the paper is, in fact, scientifically valid. The results are credible by the methodology's adherence to accepted standards like ASTM and IS regulations.
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