[bookmark: _GoBack] Reviewer Comments:
The paper presents an interesting topic which is "Prediction Model of Dynamic Resilience Modulus of  Unsaturated Modified Subgrade Under Multi - factor   Combination". The reviewer has some concerns to improve the quality of the manuscript: 

1. The abstract should be rewrite as it present nothing to the reflect the entire content of the manuscript.
2. The research objectives are not clear, also the research gap should be highlighted.
3. The authors need to clarify what is the advantage of using this prediction model compared to the other published models.
4. Please reword this sentence" Continuing the research of the research group, the mass mixing ratio of oil shale waste residue, fly ash and silty clay is 2:1:2. In general the writing language should be improved as I noted many miswriting.
5. To enhance the quality of this manuscript the authors should present the results of the conducted testing then they can use this measured data to validate the proposed equation.
6. How the authors developed the proposed model without any measurement of matric suction I noted in Figure 1 it presents the prediction of SWCC using Qian Zhai paramters. It is worth to mention that this (Figure 1) is the same as Gould et al., 2012 model. Please clarify and outline the write equations.
7. How the authors developed model based on one type of soil? It is noted no direct measurement of resilient modulus?
8. Please define in details what is meant by a new effective stress parameter and the coefficient  function.
9. The authors need to fit the data first with the equations in the literature review section then can compare with the proposed model.
10. The authors should use a another indicator to estimate the accuracy of the model like Root Mean square Error.
11. It is mentioned in the abstract section " The results of this study can provide a basis  for long-term deformation evaluation of oil shale residue subgrade filling  during actual road service. " Where this statement was achieved in the main manuscript? 
12. A recommendation section should be added to highlight the most important outcomes of this study to the practitioners. 
