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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 research offers insights into performance optimization, rutting resistance, and moisture susceptibility, promoting eco-friendly road construction and the use of fibre-modified sustainable materials in infrastructure development.
	

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

	The present title is informative but grammatically imprecise. A clearer and more suitable alternative could be ‘Effect of Coir Fibre Length on the Mechanical Performance of Cold Bituminous Mixes in High Strength Concrete 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 captures the core objectives and results but contains redundancy and lacks clarity in framing the research problem. It should be refined to clearly state the motivation, methodology, key results (quantitatively), and practical implications. Brief mention of the optimum fibre length and content, stability improvement percentage, and the performance metrics like Retained Marshall Stability and rutting resistance should be included directly in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust. The experimental design is methodical, the variables are clearly identified, and testing standards (e.g., IS codes, IRC SP 100-2014) are appropriately followed. The results are presented with clarity, and logical reasoning supports the conclusions drawn.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are largely sufficient, covering both foundational and recent works. However, a few additional recent studies (2020–2023) on fibre-reinforced cold asphalt or sustainable pavement technologies from Scopus-indexed journals may be added to enhance currency.
	

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

	The manuscript requires moderate language editing. There are minor grammatical inconsistencies, redundancy, and sentence structuring issues throughout the document. Phrasing such as "the result indicates", "increased stability", or "balling effect" can be better framed. Paragraph transitions should be improved for better readability.
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	PART  2: 


	
	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 apparent ethical issues. Standard experimental protocols have been followed.
	




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



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	The source article is properly cited and this version is substantially expanded with new data.
	






	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)
	8.5/10
The manuscript is technically sound and contributes significantly to sustainable infrastructure research. Minor revisions to language, title clarity, and abstract structuring are advised before final acceptance.







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


	
	Author’s Feedback

	

Minor Revisions required.
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