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	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 utilization of solid waste materials in asphalt and asphalt mixes is a significant field of study in sustainable civil engineering, and this publication offers a comprehensive summary of current advancements in this field. It emphasizes the ways in which a variety of industrial waste materials, including rubber, plastic, red mud, coal gangue, and steel slag, may be recycled to improve pavement performance and solve environmental issues. The essay provides a helpful starting point for scholars who are unfamiliar with this multidisciplinary topic, despite the fact that it lacks unique data and fresh insights. The project raises awareness of environmentally friendly building materials and supports international initiatives to reduce waste and create a circular economy.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Research progress of comprehensive solid waste in asphalt and asphalt mixture," is grammatically incorrect and unclear.
Suggested

"Research Progress on the Utilization of Solid Waste in Asphalt and Asphalt Mixtures"
	

	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.


	1. Provide Specifics: To give readers a sense of the extent, mention the different sorts of solid trash that were covered, such as rubber, plastics, and red mud.
2. Eliminate Vague Phrases: Use particular performance advantages or findings in place of too generic phrases like "some remarkable results" or "important application value."
3. Grammar correction: "This body of research has" should be used instead of "these research work has."
4. Indicate clearly if this is a review, opinion, or synthesis piece by adding the purpose and scope.
5. Avoid Redundancy: Keep your thoughts succinct and avoid repeating concepts like sustainability, reuse, and economic value.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct in terms of the basic concepts presented, such as the use of various types of solid waste (rubber, plastics, red mud, coal gangue, steel slag, fly ash, etc.) in asphalt and asphalt mixtures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More References can be added to strengthen the paper with the latest and the similar to the topic
1) Agrawal, A., & Malviya, N. (2025). Advanced geopolymer concrete with coconut fiber reinforcement: Optimizing strength, durability, and predictive modelling for sustainable construction. Insights, Architecture, Structures and Construction. https://www.doi.org/10.1007/s44150-025-00152-4
2) Agrawal,A., “An Experimental Study of Introducing the Human Hair as a Fibre Material in Concrete”, Journal of Ceramics and Concrete Sciences, Volume 8 Issue 1 2023. Available at https://doi.org/10.46610/JoCCS.2023.v08i01.003
3) Agrawal,A., “Solid Waste Management Of Indore City: A Review”, International Research Journal of Engineering and Technology (IRJET), 4(11), 2017, pp 1906-1909. Available at https://irjet.com/archives/V4/i11/IRJET-V4I11344.pdf

	

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


	Many sentences are long, redundant, and poorly punctuated, making them difficult to follow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Aditya Agrawal, Prestige Institute of Engineering Management & Research, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

