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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.

	This study has contributed important insights into sustainable materials in cold mix asphalt, particularly with incorporating natural fibres like coir, which are plenty and underutilized. By focusing on the mechanical performance and moisture susceptibility of CBMs improved with the coir fibre, it is very much in line with current global priorities on green infrastructure and low-carbon construction materials. The findings have provided practical design data that could influence future pavement engineering standards.
	

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

	The title is good but needs slight amendments. Suggested revision:

"Effects of Coir Fibre Length on Mechanical and Rutting Resistance Properties in Cold Bituminous Mixes for High-Strength Concrete"

	

	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.

	-  Remove redundant phrases like "The objectives of the study are to identify the Optimum In the present study..."
-  Try making the methodology description more concise.
-  The significance and key findings should be moved toward the end more clearly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the experimental procedures (Marshall Stability, RMS, Hamburg Wheel Tracking) conformed to accepted standards. The analysis was data-rich and supported the conclusions effectively. However, the study would benefit from a clearer discussion section that better ties the results to broader implications in road engineering.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Mostly. Suggest adding 1–2 more recent (post-2020) references on fibre-modified cold mixes or sustainable pavement technologies so that it is more up to date.
	

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

	Needs improvement. While mostly understandable, there are:
· Typos (“Connrete”, “bituminuous”),
· Sentence fragments, and
· Awkward phrasings ("Addition was taken based on..." should probably be “The gradation selection was based on…”)
A thorough proofread and grammatical polish is strongly recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments

	-  Tables and figures are dense but informative. Maybe consider better labelling and captions for readability.
-  The use of coir fibre is commendable from a sustainability or ESG perspective.
-  The manuscript lacks a clearly defined 'Discussion' section that critically evaluates the results against existing literature.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

No ethical concerns identified.

	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	None apparent.
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Not suspected based on current review and comparison with the referenced journal article.
	






	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:


	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”

I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.






	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8.3 / 10






	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from book editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback
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