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	Author’s Feedback 


	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 is significant to the scientific community because it tackles important issues that directly affect efficiency and safety in underground coal mines, such as equipment wear and slurry transportation. It offers deeper insights into wear mechanisms and particle–fluid interactions through the use of sophisticated CFD-DEM coupled simulation. The study determines ideal operating parameters that lessen equipment damage and enhance conveying stability. All things considered, it provides a dependable and effective substitute for conventional experimental techniques, which is advantageous for both scientific and practical uses.
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	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
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	4 = Good
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	4 = Good
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
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	3 = Satisfactory
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
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