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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.


	Making bricks out of clay and leftover paddy straw is crucial for environmentally friendly building since it makes use of agricultural waste. These bricks offer an environmentally responsible substitute for conventional burnt clay bricks and are economical and energy-efficient. They improve the thermal insulation of buildings, increasing their energy efficiency. Additionally, by turning waste materials into revenue, this approach boosts rural economies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Quite suitable.
	

	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 should be a single paragraph. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct subject to corrections.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References from the reference section cannot be sighted in the manuscript content.
	

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


	The language is weak. The author(s) should improve the language.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction

It seems the author(s) is/are combining the introduction and literature sections. However, only two citations can be sighted in the introduction section. The author(s) should cite the relevant authority put together in this section.  
Methodology
‘Following methodology is planned during the year 2023-24: ‘ this phrase is wrong. It should be past not present. However, putting the method adopted in bullet form is inappropriate. The author(s) should put it in a sentence and let it flow from one to another.
‘Previous research has revealed that a variety of wastes, including fly ash from municipal paddy straw incinerators, paper sludge, agricultural waste, industrial waste (sewage, sludge, bagasse), sawdust wastes, limestone dust wastes, and coconut shell powder, have been partially substituted for clay in the production of bricks.’ This sentence is floating. It must be cited with relevant authors.

3. Mix Design

The author(s) should justify why weight batching is the most accurate and preferred method of mixing the material. 

4.2 Compressive strength test
Under this section, there should be a compressive strength template value (standardized value) stated under the section that the author(s) is comparing the results outcome with.

Conclusions
The conclusion is very flat. The author(s) should include the limitations of the study and also emphasize further study.
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