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	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.


	By comparing cement stabilization and litho-stabilization, the study provides valuable insights into both the technical performance and the economic feasibility of these soil improvement techniques. The findings contribute to optimizing the use of local materials and reducing infrastructure costs, which is crucial for sustainable road development in resource-limited settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title clearly reflects the topic, but it is too long and wordy. 

Suggested one is “Comparative Study of Cement and Litho-Stabilization Techniques for Lateritic Gravelly Soil: A Case from Ouagadougou, Burkina Faso”
	

	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 should be shortened and restructured into four clear parts: background, methods, results, and conclusion, ensuring better flow and readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The work is scientifically sound in methodology and results but would benefit from more rigorous analysis, stronger discussion, and clearer presentation of data. Improvement required in 

Discussion Depth – While the results are presented, the discussion could better link findings to existing literature.

Economic Evaluation – The cost comparison is stated qualitatively but lacks detailed data or calculations. Including actual cost analysis would make the conclusions stronger.

Units and Consistency – In some tables and results, values (e.g., CBR, density) are presented without consistent units, which should be corrected for scientific rigor.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current references are insufficient and not recent enough. Must incorporate various research on granite or aggregate-based stabilization methods from journals such as International Journal of Pavement Engineering or Geotechnical and Geological Engineering.

Articles focusing on cost-benefit analysis of soil stabilization techniques in developing countries (especially Africa).


	

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


	The English quality is not fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. The text contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and literal translations (e.g., “coups d'État” instead of “number of blows,” “carbon loan” instead of “CBR index”). Long sentences with repeated wording also reduce clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The comparative approach between cement stabilization and litho-stabilization is useful both technically and economically. However, the paper would benefit from several improvements as suggested and most significance is language editing, which is strongly recommended to correct grammatical issues and improve readability.
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