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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.


	The manuscript is important since it is looking for alternative material to replace the conventional use of cement in bricks. The material under consideration is agriculture waste which cheaper and readily available.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not suitable for the following reasons: No visible field work was conducted after moulding the bricks, no full meaning to BTCS as part of the title.

SUGGESTED TITLE
Performance of banana trunk powder as a stabilizer in earth bricks
	

	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 a true summary of salient point of the paper except no full meaning to the abbreviations
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has the following scientific insufficiencies: no gap was identified from previous research the sample naming is not easily understood, shapes of the sample were not stated eg what shapes were for

compressive and tensile tests., how were the various tests were conducted and per what recognised standards. Table 4 has results of bending but did not write anything about bending. Moreover, did not indicate how the bending test was conducted.
	

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

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


	The language is easily understood
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Tables 4, 5 and 6 should be deleted and use the figs 4 and fig 5
2. Should identify gap on the used of agro waste powder as stabiliser for earth blocks
3. 3.1.2 banana powder fibre- is the author talking about powder of fibre or both if both then possible, he/she can explain.

4. Uses fibre and power interchangeably, the author should take another look at this
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