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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 importance of this manuscript to the body of knowledge is to provides insight and serve as a guide to other researchers in the fields of materials Science and Technology on how to combine agro waste materials and minerals to achieve materials with specific properties .
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Formulation And Predicted Properties of Carbonized Palm Kernel Shell, Stone Dust, And Coconut Fiber Hybrid Reinforced Epoxy Composites
	

	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.


	Since, the results are predicted not determined by experiment analyses, references should be included to support the properties predictions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it's scientifically correct but more in-text references are expected since the prediction cannot be of 
mere free thinking of the Authors.
	

	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?


	Yes but typo errors need to be properly checked.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Agro implies natural so in the abstract the expression "agro-mineral and natural reinforcement" is suggested to be replaced with " natural -mineral reinforcement" 
2. The predicted properties in the abstract should be referenced from past related works that gave the insight for the prediction.
3. All the sources of proceses procedures adopted should be referenced.
4. The model of the shredder used to achieve 10mm fibre length should be mentioned and the picture if available be included in the schematic process diagram.
5. From the Authors procedure of Palm Kernel Shell Ash preparation, it was observed that what the Authors obtained is Carbonized Palm Kernel Shell not Palm Kernel Shell Ash. Therefore, it is suggested that all parts of the manuscript where PKSA was mentioned should be replaced with CPKS (Carbonized Palm Kernel Shell)
6. The Authors often used micro meter jointly with mesh particle sizes whereas these as two different units. Therefore, the Authors should be consistent with one one particle size unit used.
7. Typo errors should be properly checked. E.g In the procedure, it was mentioned that "the developed hybrid composites was instead of were. In another part composite was written as co.mposite. under table 2 it was stated that "epoxy matrix decreased from 90wt% to 90wt% instead of 98wt% to 90wt%
8. The Authors stated that they cured epoxy at room temperature for 6 hours and subjected the samples to analyzes. Whereas 
I. All the results were predictions not experimental results was presented.
Ii. At room temperature, epoxy takes up to 24 hrs for complete curing to be achieved. This should be check and be properly reported.
9. The Authors claimed to have used Hand Laying method whereas the process used in the composite formation is casting. This is because the reinforcement was little in the matrix hence the mixture to be filled into the mould  will remain a liquid mixture. Hence, casting method used NOT handlaying.
The manuscript is suitable for publication if the authors were able to review the observations raised and the corrections suggested.
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