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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 mentioned work is good ,because author has tried to save the natural  resources by partially replacing  cement  by palm kernel shell ash , because the use of cement in concrete worldwide is increasing and we  have to think about saving of our Nature by using locally available material . This study tests the effects of percentage variations in superplasticizer content in concrete.
It may be useful for some specific application on concrete sector.
	

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

	Yes, The present title is suitable.

	

	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 could be detailed based on the number of test conducted to summarise them when reading.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Manuscript is scientifically appropriate. But the work requires few test and discussions before concluding the positive effect of the self compacting concrete.

The initial and final setting time of concrete using the vacate apparatus is important for this study.

Some physical properties such as finess modulus. Specific gravity and aggregate impact test could have been neccesarry for the more insight to the study. 
 
The range of sizes of crushed coarse aggregate needs to be stated, if it is below 5mm then it can be classified as fine aggregate.

Figure 19, slump flow testing clearly indicates that the coarse aggregates were too small for concrete works.

Kindly indicate the nature of the sand used. Example river sand from Tanjung Raja. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
References are sufficient 
	

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

	
Yes 



	

	Optional/General comments

	

Please check from literature on conctrete works and read on the coarse aggregate size ranges that is suitable for concrete works.
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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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