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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.


	The manuscript explores an important issue in deep underground engineering, where grouting performance directly impacts rock mass stability and safety. It provides valuable experimental data on how water glass content and curing pressure influence the behavior of cement–water glass grouting materials under realistic high-pressure conditions. The findings offer useful technical guidance for improving grouting practices in deep mining and related geotechnical applications.
The section effectively communicates the study relevance, clearly linking its practical and scientific contributions to existing research gaps.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable
The current title, “Study on the performance of cement-water glass double liquid grouting material,” generally reflects the subject of the manuscript.
	

	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 presents the aim of the study and briefly summarizes the effects of water glass content and curing pressure on density, setting time, and compressive strength. However, it lacks some structural clarity and does not fully highlight the methodology, key numerical findings, or the broader significance of the work.
The abstract offers a general overview but needs clearer structure and more specific methodological, numerical, and practical details to meet scientific standards.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental methods and analyses generally follow standard laboratory practices. However, clearer justification of curing pressure choices, result reliability, and strength interpretation would strengthen the study’s scientific rigor.
Based on the presented experiments and discussions, the manuscript appears to be generally scientifically sound. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but would benefit from broader international coverage, including more studies on cement–sodium silicate systems, curing pressure effects, and general geotechnical materials.
The manuscript includes a reasonable number of references, many of which are recent and relevant to grouting materials and deep mining engineering
	

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


	Several sentences are grammatically incorrect, and some technical descriptions lack precision. A thorough language revision, preferably by a fluent English speaker or professional editor, is recommended to enhance overall clarity and academic quality.

The manuscript’s English is generally understandable, but the clarity and readability need improvement for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents meaningful experimental work with clear relevance to deep mining and grouting materials. The scientific methodology is generally sound, and the results contribute useful insights. However, issues remain regarding clarity of explanation, completeness of the abstract, language quality, and the breadth of references. Addressing these areas would strengthen the manuscript further.
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