Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Advances in Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AIR_143887

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Research progress of coal gangue resource technology

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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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 urgent problem of managing and using coal gangue is covered in this manuscript. It is suitable to sustainable development in the context of the "double carbon" strategy. Utilizing coal gangue, one of China's biggest industrial solid wastes, directly supports the development of a circular economy, waste reduction, and environmental protection. This study offers important insights into resource recovery and environmental governance by examining recent technological developments in power generation, construction materials, road engineering, and ecological restoration. Researchers, legislators, and business professionals involved in waste valorization and the advancement of green technologies will find the study to be significant.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, “Research progress of coal gangue resource technology”, is suitable and clear. However, to reflect the scope more accurately, I wish to make a slight revision could be of ““Research Progress and Challenges in Coal Gangue Resource Utilization Technologies”.
	

	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 ok and summarizes the main theme, utilization ways, and challenges effectively. However:

· This paper could be strengthened by including specific examples of technological progress (e.g., sustainable power generation, building applications).

· Quantitative data would make it more impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of describing current technologies and policy context.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and mostly recent (2020–2025). However, the references are aligned with alphabetical order or recent year.
	

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


	The language is understandable. Minor grammatical error would be avoided.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a valuable overview but looks like a descriptive survey than a critical review. Adding tables and figures would enhance quality.
Citations of text in abstract and introduction with numbers would suggested.
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