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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript provides a valuable overview of the potential use of coconut fibre-reinforced composites in prosthetic socket fabrication. the topic is highly relevant as it explores sustainable and cost-effective alternatives to conventional synthetic materials used in prosthetics, particularly for low- and middle-income countries (LMICs). by synthesizing existing studies on fibre-resin ratios, mechanical properties, and biocompatibility, the article contributes to the growing body of knowledge on natural fiber composites in biomedical applications. the review also highlights the potential of locally available materials to improve accessibility and affordability of prosthetic technologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and reflects the scope of the manuscript.
	

	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 provides a clear overview of study background, objective, and general findings. It appropriately highlights the potential of coconut fibre composites for prosthetic socket applications and emphasizes their relevance in resource-limited settings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript presents scientifically relevant information supported by a substantial number of references. The discussion of mechanical properties, biocompatibility, fiber treatment methods, and resin compatibility is comprehensive and well structured.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a large number of references and many of them are recent publications (2020 – 2026), which is appropriate for a review article. 
Nevertheless, the authors may consider adding more references specifically related to prosthetic socket biomechanics and clinical testing, as much of the literature cited focuses on general composite materials. including more biomedical engineering or prosthetics-focused studies could further strengthen the clinical relevance of the review.
	

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


	The overall structure of the manuscript is clear and the topic is presented logically. however, the English language quality requires improvement before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Several improvements are recommended, including language editing; clarification of some scientific statements, and refinement of methodological description in the narrative review section.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues were identified in this manuscript.
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