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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 presents valuable research on the reinforcement of PMMA with Hibiscus sabdariffa fibers, offering an eco-friendly alternative to synthetic fillers. The study contributes to sustainable materials science and provides useful data for improving the mechanical performance of denture base resins. It holds significance for researchers interested in biocomposites and green polymer technologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content of the study. However, it can be slightly refined for better clarity and scientific tone as “Effect of Hibiscus sabdariffa Fiber Reinforcement on the Physical Properties of Polymethyl Methacrylate.”
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured, clearly outlining the objective, methodology, and key findings. However, it could be improved by briefly stating the scientific rationale or novelty of using Hibiscus sabdariffa fibers compared to other natural reinforcements. Additionally, the statistical significance values (P-values) could be simplified to emphasize the main outcomes rather than detailed numerical data. A short concluding statement highlighting the practical or clinical relevance of the findings would also strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and methodologically well-structured. The experimental design, sample preparation, and statistical analyses are appropriate for the stated objectives. The results are clearly presented and logically interpreted in relation to existing literature. However, minor clarifications in the discussion section—particularly on the mechanism of fiber–matrix interaction and its correlation with the observed property changes—could further enhance scientific clarity.
	

	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 cover a broad range of relevant studies, including both foundational and recent works. However, a few more recent references (from 2018–2024) could be added to strengthen the contemporary context of natural fiber–reinforced polymer research.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally clear and understandable, conveying the scientific ideas effectively. However, there are occasional grammatical inconsistencies and minor issues with sentence flow and punctuation. A thorough proofreading or light professional language editing is recommended to improve readability, ensure consistency in tense and terminology.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents an interesting and well-executed study on the reinforcement of PMMA using Hibiscus sabdariffa fibers, addressing both sustainability and material performance. The work adds value to the field of polymer composites and dental material research. Figures and tables are well-organized, and the results are coherently interpreted. Minor revisions in language, reference updating, and expansion of the discussion on fiber–matrix interaction mechanisms would further enhance the overall quality and impact of the paper.
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