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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.


	The study addresses a relevant topic at the intersection of sustainable construction, local resource utilization and economic development in Burkina Faso. The study contributes valuable empirical and contextual evidence to the growing literature on low carbon building materials. The cost comparison between CEBs and conventional concert blocks offers practical insights for policymakers, practitioners and researchers concerned with affordability, environmental impact and long-term resilience. 
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No Ethical issues are identified in this study. The study does not include human subjects, sensitive data or conflicts with ethical research standard.
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