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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.


	· The study investigates sawdust ash as a supplementary cementitious material in concrete.

· It contributes to sustainable construction materials research by exploring agricultural waste reuse.

· The work combines mechanical, durability, and environmental assessment, which is valuable for sustainable infrastructure.

· Findings regarding optimal replacement levels and permeability improvements may support future research and practical applications.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is decent yet could be improved. Use words like Mechanical Strength, Durability, Sustainability to emphasize more. 
	

	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 general overview of the objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study. It clearly presents the replacement levels investigated and highlights the main performance trends. However, the abstract could be improved by clarifying the experimental approach and highlighting the most significant findings more precisely (what is the strength of concrete focused on?). Additionally, the abstract may benefit from slightly reducing detailed numerical values while emphasizing the key conclusions and implications of the study. Need proper revision on language. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The general methodology and experimental framework appear appropriate for this type of study. However, some sections of the manuscript may benefit from further clarification and deeper discussion of the results (Why? How? Reasons?). In particular, the interpretation of mechanical performance trends and the predictive modelling approach could be strengthened with clearer justification and discussion of limitations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Several references appear relatively old, and the inclusion of more recent studies would strengthen the literature review. Incorporating additional recent publications on biomass ash, sustainable concrete materials, and supplementary cementitious materials would help better position the study within current research developments. The research completely ignores few research studies in similar field. 
	

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


	Yes. Sufficient with revision!
	

	Optional/General comments


	Cite these papers as the work are very relevant:
1. Effect of treatment methods on material properties and performance of sawdust-concrete and sawdust-polymer composites

2. Mechanical Properties of Concrete with partial replacement of Coarse aggregates by Coconut Shells and reinforced with Coconut Fibre
3. Strength Optimization of Sawdust Concrete through Cement Variation

4.  Effectiveness of wood waste sawdust to produce medium-to low-strength concrete materials
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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