Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Materials Science Research and Reviews 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JMSRR_151731

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Preparation, Property Control, and Microstructural Mechanisms of Red Mud–Metakaolin Composite Cement-Based Foamed Materials

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments
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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.


	This manuscript contributes to the scientific community by demonstrating the feasibility of incorporating high levels of red mud into cement-based foamed materials with balanced strength and thermal performance. It provides experimental insight into how foaming agent dosage and superplasticizer use influence pore structure and hydration behavior. The findings support the development of low-carbon, resource-efficient building materials and offer practical guidance for sustainable construction applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable
	

	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 generally clear and informative. However, it may be further improved by reducing detailed descriptions of experimental procedures and focusing primarily on the key results and outcomes. Briefly highlighting the main findings and emphasizing that the proposed approach demonstrates a promising pathway for high-level red mud replacement in cement-based foamed materials would be sufficient and enhance the overall clarity and impact of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally recent; however, their sufficiency can be improved. Some cited works are not directly related to red mud–based cementitious or foamed concrete materials and should be replaced with more relevant literature. In addition, the reference list does not include studies published in Indian journals, despite significant research contributions from India in the areas of red mud utilization and sustainable construction materials. Incorporating relevant publications from Indian journals would strengthen the literature review, provide regional context, and better reflect the global research landscape.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	With minor revisions—particularly in refining the abstract, improving reference relevance, and clarifying a few methodological and interpretative aspects—the manuscript would be a valuable contribution to the field and suitable for publication in a materials or construction engineering journal.
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