Review Form 3


	Journal Name:
	Advances in Research

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AIR_148247

	Title of the Manuscript:
	Decarbonizing Building Thermal Insulation - Coconut Fiber Impact and Future

	Type of the Article
	Original Research 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.
	In general, is it good to discuss about sustainability of any kind.The article demonstrates that coconut fiber can function as an effective building insulation material while simultaneously acting as a carbon sink, offering deep decarbonization benefits…….It shows that coconut fiber insulation not only reduces energy consumption for
cooling but also stores more CO₂ than it emits during production, making it a sustainable alternative to fiberglass….
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Title should be refined to reflect the purpose of the article. At least decarbonizing through building thermal
insulation……….
	

	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.
	Please include the purpose of this article and main findings in the abstract….
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Content is scientifically correct but in term of research article structure, it is not correct… please add purpose of the article in intro section (compulsory)… Separate section materials/ methods and results/discussion… right now it is mixed up……Don’t forget to include also these elements in the abstract…..
	

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

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Good enough…. understandable….
	

	Optional/General comments
	Introduction section to be revised by removing subsection and including the purpose of the article on the last lines of final paragraph.
Materials and methods. The one that is in the original article is not materials and methods… Thjat was the literature review. Please add section 2.0 Literature review for those texts…. Then add section 3.0 materials and methods…..
Results and discussion section in the original article was mix up with materials and methods. Please separate these two. You can add section 3.0 materials and methods from texts that explain the specimen and your experimental procedure as well as data acquisition. Then you keep the tables and textual explaination about the tables in section 4.0 results and discussion……
Then you remove 4.0 Future work section….. You put there section 5.0 Conclusion…. In conclusion section you highlited main finding… get back to the purpose of the article… then add the future work as well…..
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