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	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 offers important perspectives on the creative application of waste tyre fibre as a partial substitute for coarse aggregate in lightweight concrete, tackling significant environmental and material sustainability issues. By analyzing the compressive properties and workability of tyre fiber concrete, the research adds to the expanding understanding of incorporating recycled materials into building practices. The results have real-world significance for minimizing solid waste, preserving natural aggregate resources, and promoting sustainable building methods
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title  needs to be revised according to the research goal and content. If the findings are applicable beyond this specific cement “Elephant Supaset Cement”, consider omitting or generalizing it.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is concise and offers a solid overview of the research, covering the issue, methods, results, and conclusion. Nonetheless, there are certain aspects that could be enhanced regarding grammar, clarity, and scientific writing style
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I have several concerns regarding the lab experimental work:
1- The concrete mixing is manually carried out. Where hand mixing is generally not ideal for scientific research, particularly, in this research where main focus is on the fresh and harden properties of the light weight concrete. Accurate proportions and uniform mixing are very important in research. Manual (hand mixing) mixing may lead to deviations specially in W/C. The hand mixing could negatively affect the desired workability and quality of concrete. 

2- For fresh properties, only slump test has been carried out.

3- The air content and temperature have not been tested.

4- The Mix design or mix proportion is not added in paper.

5- The laboratory temperature and relative humidity levels are not reported.

6- The figure and tables are not consistently labelled.

7- The captions for all figures shall be improved for readability. 

8- In figure 9. Results indicate that 0-5% replacement shows reduced workability, while increasing the tyre fiber replacement up to 10% increases the workability. Clear insights are not provided about the variance in the test results.
9- Figure 10 is not well presented in the paper. The results plotted in figure needs further scientific discussion and the figure does not have legends. 

10- The compressive strength test results are not compared with ANSYS modelling 

11- The figures quality is very low, needs to be improved.

12- The discussion part is overall not well presented and scientific discussion shall be carried and proper comparison with exiting research findings shall be carried out.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are formatted in consistently. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Over all English language needs to be improved; the grammar and scientific writing style shall be improved.
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