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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 study is important because it demonstrates how industrial waste can be transformed into high-quality construction material with low CO₂ emissions. By applying response surface methodology, the mix design is optimized to achieve high compressive strength without relying on expensive chemical additives. This contributes to sustainable construction, cost reduction, and environmental protection.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title “Preparation of all solid waste low-carbon cementitious materials using response surface methodology” is technically accurate and sufficiently precise for an academic audience. It clearly reflects the core elements of the research—utilization of solid waste, low-carbon approach, and application of response surface methodology.
	

	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 comprehensive. I recommend shortening the section on CO₂ emissions to avoid repetition and adding a brief note on the study’s limitations (e.g., long-term stability). The rest is clear and relevant.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The experimental design is clearly defined, validated methods such as RSM and Box-Behnken are applied, and the results are supported by regression modeling and variance analysis. The conclusions align with the presented data and are backed by statistical evaluation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and mostly recent, with a focus on studies from the past five to seven years. However, I recommend adding one or two of the latest publications from 2023–2024 related to waste-based geopolymer binders or the application of response surface methodology in construction materials to strengthen the context and alignment with current research trends.
	

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

	Yes, the English is suitable for scholarly use. Minor phrasing edits could improve clarity, but no major issues.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Well-structured paper with clear objectives and applicable results. Minor language polishing and updated references would further enhance its quality.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No ethical issues have been identified in the manuscript.

	






Reviewer details:

Sc.Ekrem Bektasevic, University Tuzla, Bosnia and Herzegovina

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