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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 stabilization of expansive soils for highway applications is a significant geotechnical engineering issue that is addressed in this publication. Combining quarry dust, an industrial byproduct, with Gum Arabic, a biodegradable natural polymer, adds to the expanding corpus of research on environmentally benign and sustainable soil stabilizing methods. Both researchers and working engineers can benefit from the study's experimental findings on strength augmentation, bearing capacity enhancement, and mineralogical characterization. All things considered, the article provides helpful information for designing sustainable pavement subgrades, especially in areas with a lot of expansive soils.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally appropriate and accurately conveys the study's goals and scope. The materials (quarry dust and gum Arabic), the type of soil (expansive soil), and the intended purpose (highway) are all clearly identified.

A small recommendation: "Stabilization of Expansive Soil Using Gum Arabic and Quarry Dust for Sustainable Highway Subgrade Applications" might be a clearer title.
	

	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 goal, methods, findings, and conclusions of the study are all included in the well-organized abstract. However, some small adjustments are recommended. The apparent discrepancy where the untreated soil exhibits a higher CBR than treated samples at early curing stages should be explained in detail in the abstract. Clarity would also be enhanced by specifically specifying the cure time in the abstract's results section. All in all, very little refinement is needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The document adheres to normal geotechnical testing protocols in compliance with British Standards and is generally sound scientifically. The results are interpreted in a way that is generally consistent with accepted concepts of soil mechanics, and the experimental approach is suitable. In contrast to stabilized samples, the untreated soil's exceptionally high CBR value should be further explained, and it should be made clear if the reported CBR values are wet or not. Scientific rigor would be enhanced by addressing these issues.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Indeed, the references are sufficient and include a number of recent articles from respectable journals published between 2021 and 2025. Expansive soil behavior, conventional and sustainable stabilization techniques, and the application of Gum Arabic and quarry dust are all adequately covered in the literature review. The authors should think about including more field-performance-based research on stabilized subgrades for completeness, but no important references seem to be lacking.
	

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


	In general, the language is intelligible and appropriate for academic discourse. Nevertheless, the document contains a number of formatting issues, repetitions, and grammatical errors. To increase readability, clarity, and conciseness, professional English language editing is advised.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables and figures are vital, but they need to be labeled consistently and structured appropriately.

· Repetitive statements can be streamlined in some areas, especially the Introduction and Results.

· Consistency in units should be verified (e.g., dry density units expressed as kg/m³ instead of Mg/m³).

· Although it could quickly highlight the practical consequences for roadway engineering, the conclusion is in line with the findings.
The manuscript presents relevant and original research with sound methodology and meaningful results. Minor revisions related to clarity, language quality, data interpretation (especially CBR results), and formatting are required before acceptance.
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