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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 article is very useful for the field of underground construction research. The research method that considers the interaction between the pillar-room and the characteristics of the salt mine has been established. It has allowed us to determine the secondary stress-strain characteristics inside the pillar, thereby determining the pillar's stability under certain conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Not entirely accurate. The article uses "Method" not "Algorithm"
	

	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 background, basis, and research methods have been introduced. However, it is necessary to supplement and clarify the research results in the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript accurately reflects the scientific aspect and issues that need to be researched.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References have been compiled relatively fully.
	

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

	

Technical terms need to be reviewed to convey information more accurately. For example, the phrase "For diapir" on page 2 is not easy for readers to understand.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
- Figure 2: Suggested annotation of curve symbols, name of the horizontal axis, and its units.

- Full explanation of the parameters in the formulas presented.
- What do the equations obtained in Table 3 indicate? Do these equations reflect or have a role in determining the stability of the pillar? Add an explanation of the parameters of the equations.
- Figure 5 is referred to as a graph of a curve. However, this is not shown on the graph. It is necessary to indicate the names of the lines appearing on the graph. The units of the axes also need to be added. Where is the origin "0" determined relative to the pillar?
- There is a lack of evaluation of the results of applying the author's proposed method compared to the old method. What is the superiority of the proposed method in the article and what are the results of its application need to be fully listed.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	Not found

	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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