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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 manuscript provides an eco-friendly solution for improving cold bituminous mixes by using natural coir fibre. Given the environmental concerns around hot mix technologies, this study contributes to the development of sustainable pavement practices. The work is especially relevant in tropical countries like India where coir is abundantly available. It offers practical recommendations on fibre content and length for optimal mechanical performance.
	

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

	The current title is misleading as it mentions "high strength concrete", which is not the actual subject. A more suitable title would be: “Effect of Coir Fibre Length on Mechanical Properties of Cold Bituminous Mixes for Pavement Applications”.
	

	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 is mostly comprehensive but contains one grammatically incorrect sentence beginning with “The objectives of the study are to identify the Optimum…” which should be rephrased for clarity. It’s recommended to mention specific test methods (Marshall Stability, Retained Stability, Wheel Tracking) briefly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental procedure is well-defined, and the conclusions are supported by results. It follows standard codes and specifications. Minor structural and clarity improvements can strengthen the work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are mostly adequate and recent. However, a few more papers from the last 5 years (especially on fibre reinforcement in bituminous mixes) could further enhance the literature support. Suggested: Shanbara et al. (2018), Ferrotti et al. (2014).
	

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

	The manuscript is mostly readable, but there are minor grammatical errors and inconsistent tense usage throughout. These should be corrected for better clarity and flow.


	

	Optional/General comments

	This is a well-executed study with practical value. With the suggested minor edits, it is suitable for publication.
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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 issues identified.
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interests identified.
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism suspected.
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	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.
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	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)
	8.5
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