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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 manuscript is important to the scientific community as it elucidates and scientifically demonstrated the utilization of fly ash as a stabilizing material and factor that can be used as an additive with lateritic soil to improve on the strength and quality of soil that will prevent road and Engineering structure failures. This is expected to allow the long life span of superstructures commonly constructed with fly ash additive. This measure will invariably lead to saving more money for early and frequent rehabilitation of such structures as they will now be more durable. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and captures the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 good. But will need be reviewed for better clarity. More importantly, there are more ambiguous and unnecessary items introduced in the abstract and shouldn’t be. Example:

1. Brief methodology not introduced because, the author spent more time giving address of where the fly ash was purchased and characterized. I feel abstract should be concise, succinct and encapsulating to address salient points.

2. Please let the author kindly review the abstract with cogent points.

3. This study concludes that fly ash is a good stabilizing agent for excavated subgrade to be reused as subgrade is wrong. To be used as subbase is right. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. Its correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are good for the article but there is great inconsistency in citation and reference style adopted. The author will need work on adopting your reference style. Example
ASTM C618-78 (1978). Specification of fly ash and raw or calcined natural pozzolanas for use as a mineral admixture in portland cement concrete. American Society of Testing and Materials, Philadelphia.

AND

1. Ayeni, D.A., & Adedeji, Y.M.D. (2015).Strategies for mitigating building collapse in Nigeria: Roles of architects and other stakeholders in the building industry. Civil and Environmental Research, 7(8), 140-148. These are 2 contrasting reference style.
More importantly, the author should similarly adopt a single and consistent citation style in the article write-up. Example (Padalkaret al., 2017) and Amanamba et al., (2021) are 2 contrasting citation methods. Please let the author adopt one throughout the write-up, hence be consistent in citation style throughout the write-up. 
	

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


	Yes. English used is good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	


Reviewer details:

Ibrahim Olanrewaju Ibrahim, Nigeria
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

