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	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 this study, authors explored the epoxy-based hybrid composites formulated with palm kernel shell ash (PKSA), stone dust, and coconut fiber as reinforcing materials. Two sets of formulations were developed a binary hybrid system (PKSA-stone dust) and a ternary hybrid system (PKSA-stone dust-coconut fiber), with reinforcement weight fractions varied from 2 wt.% to 10 wt. % while the polymer matrix content decreased correspondingly from 98 wt.% to 90 wt.%. This short research communication aimed to predict the influence of reinforcement type and loading on the mechanical, wear, and thermal properties of the composites based on established strengthening and toughening mechanics.
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