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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 addresses an important problem in deep-hole blasting and provides useful insights into the role of blast-induced free surfaces using numerical simulation. The topic is relevant and timely.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 summarizes the objective, methodology, and main findings of the study. It adequately conveys the use of ANSYS/LS-DYNA numerical simulation to investigate the influence of blast-induced free surfaces on rock fragmentation and presents quantitative damage results for different free surface conditions. However, add the engineering significance or practical implication of the findings. Repetitive statements emphasizing that “damage increases with the number of free surfaces” can be reduced
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 Yes 
	

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


	1. The overall structure of the paper is logical; however, language polishing and technical clarity are required to improve readability.
2. The selection of the RHT constitutive model is appropriate; however, justification of parameter values used in the model should be clearly explained or referenced.
3. The study relies solely on numerical simulation. If experimental or field data are unavailable, a discussion on model limitations and assumptions is recommended.
4. Figures are informative but require improved resolution and clearer legends for better understanding.
5. Several grammatical errors and repetitive expressions are present throughout the manuscript. Professional English editing is recommended.
6. Add few latest journal paper  as citations.  
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