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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.
	This ms provides clear experimental evidence on how rice husk ash influences workability, strength and durability, helping engineers refine sustainable mix designs….. also contributes to greener construction materials showing agricultural waste can replace part of cement without major performance loss…..
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes….
	

	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.
	This is a good abstract but usually the best abstract have background, objective, methods, results with key findings, and closing statement on significance….. May be authors can add little bit of background and significance…. Also I prefer not to include the headings-aim, methodology, results, conclusion… Remove that, just write the abstract in a single paragraph without any headings……
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes…
	

	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 I noticed some typing error and minor linguistic error….
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript is structured clearly……but the use of three level subsections makes the paper look fragmented…. Better to simplify the structure by removing the third level headings and merging those points into the main subsection narrative. …. Look at methodology section, there was multiple three level there and there was one in results and discussion…….Cleaner hierarchy will improve readability and help the content flow more smoothly….
Another comment is in conclusion and recommendation section…..For me separating those two section plus presenting the texts in points form lists make the paper seem less good…. Optionally I suggest the author to merge those sections into conclusion section only and explaining both conclusion and recommendation parts in
paragraphs, not point list…….
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