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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 study promotes the use of locally sourced Agro- based materials for concrete production,   encouraging economic sustainability within the region and others with such resources. It supports the reuse of agricultural by-products and waste, contributing to environmental preservation through waste reduction. The method offers a promising, low-cost alternative to conventional cement.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Alternative Title : Slump and Elastic Modulus Evaluation of Concrete with Cement Partially  Replaced by Coconut Shell Ash


	

	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.


	 Yes, the abstract is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article presents a scientifically relevant topic and demonstrates sound experimental methodology in exploring the use of coconut shell ash as a partial cement replacement. The laboratory procedures appear well-documented, and the results are generally consistent with known behaviours of similar materials. However, some claims particularly regarding environmental sustainability require further justification. Given that the coconut shell ash was produced at high temperatures (1200–1400 °C), the environmental impact may not be as minimal as suggested, the authors are encouraged to justify the claim by providing data or references on the comparative carbon footprint of CSA production versus ordinary Portland cement, and to clarify whether the burning process used renewable energy or included energy recovery measures, to ensure scientific accuracy.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are just sufficient but higher would have been better to meet the standards of 25-60. Authors can achieve that by responding to some of these comments positively, For example, the above comment.
	

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


	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	i. The manuscript addresses an important topic and has potential to contribute valuable insights to the field.
ii. The study design and experimental procedures are generally well-structured and clearly described.
iii. The results are presented clearly, with appropriate use of tables and figures to support the findings.
iv. The authors are encouraged to explicitly define the knowledge gap addressed by this study. The introduction references several prior works whose findings closely resemble the current study’s conclusions.

v. Authors should  clearly justify  the use of different standards in their methodology, specifically, the application of the BS code for determining compressive strength and the ACI code for estimating the elastic modulus of the same concrete. The rationale behind this selective use of standards should be articulated to ensure methodological consistency and clarity.

vi. Some claims, particularly regarding environmental sustainability, would benefit from additional data or references to strengthen the arguments.

vii. Largely, the paper is a good foundation that with some additions and revisions could meet the standards for publication.
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