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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.


	This paper emphasizes the viable possibility of using plant fibers as a green alternative to synthetic asphalt modifiers. It offers a clear description of their characterization, treatment processes, and environmental advantages. The results validate the production of environmentally friendly high-performance road materials, which renders it useful for researchers and practitioners working in sustainable infrastructure.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Enhancing Asphalt Performance with Plant Fibers: A Comprehensive Review
	

	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.


	Please rewrite the abstract concisely, Give some quantifying insight. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The discussion is missing practical application insights. Greater emphasis should be placed on field trials, long-term performance, cost-effectiveness, and scalability of plant fiber-amended asphalt versus synthetic or mineral fibers.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please add some recent refence that compared the properties of various natural and synthesis fibers
	

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


	Although technical content is clear, there are repetitive grammatical and syntactical mistakes that detract from clarity. The manuscript needs professional polishing in language.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript touches on a significant and timely subject in green infrastructure development by discussing the contribution of plant fibers in improving asphalt mixture performance. Although the paper is well organized and complete with literature coverage, the following critical issues need to be resolved prior to considering the manuscript for publication:

1. Clarity on Methodology of Literature Selection:

The manuscript is not clear on how the reviewers were conducted. The inclusion criteria for literature, databases searched, keywords, and time frame of studies included must be clearly indicated by the authors for reproducibility and reliability.

2. Quantitative Comparison Missing:

Although performance enhancements by other fibers are noted, there is no integrated quantitative comparison (e.g., tabulated or graphically) thereof. Performance measurements across fibers (e.g., TSR, complex modulus, fatigue life) summarized would make the review more useful.

3. Lack of Adequate Discussion of Field Installation and Durability:

The discussion is missing practical application insights. Greater emphasis should be placed on field trials, long-term performance, cost-effectiveness, and scalability of plant fiber-amended asphalt versus synthetic or mineral fibers.

4. Weak Integration of LCA Findings:

Although LCA is mentioned briefly, the environmental assessment section reads underdeveloped and isolated from the rest of the review. Greater integration is required to connect material performance with sustainability outcomes.

5. Language and Grammar:

Although technical content is clear, there are repetitive grammatical and syntactical mistakes that detract from clarity. The manuscript needs professional polishing in language.
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