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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 discusses the progressive development of the Indian Space Research Organisation (ISRO), covering advancements in satellites from Aryabhata to Gaganyaan, and in launch vehicles from the Sounding Rocket to GSLV.

The authors mention "ISRO’s unique approach to low-cost innovation," but I could not find any details regarding cost, cost comparisons, or the innovations that contribute to the low cost. I suggest that instead of just making flying remarks, the authors should add some supporting cast data or examples of ISRO's innovative approaches that have led to cost savings. To give the authors an idea, here is an example they could consider: 

“The entire process of launching Chandrayaan-3 to the lending of Lender on Moon is expected to take about 42 days. One may ask that 54 years ago (July 16, 1969), Apollo 11 launched by the Saturn V rocket had reached lunar orbit in just 51 hours and 49 minutes, then why did the Indian mission is taking 42 days? This is mainly because India does not have such a powerful rocket. Moreover, our process is slow but cost effective. Further, when we carry out the mission in phases, it gives us ample time for course correction.” It is called sling-shot mechanism. “CHANDRAYAAN 3: India’s Quest for the Moon-Cover Story, Science Reporter, 60, no. 8 (2023) 14-19. https://nopr.niscpr.res.in/bitstream/123456789/62340/1/SR%2060%2808%29%2014-19.pdf”
Under development Next Generation Launch Vehicle (NGLV) and the Small Satellite Launch Vehicle (SSLV), along with the Scramjet Engine – TD are missing.

In terms of satellites, the article notably omits Astrosat, India’s only observatory in space.


	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript scientifically, correct. But I am not seeing the effort of authors to critically assess the ISRO’s contribution. The article just mentions the works of ISRO which are largely available in ISRO website and elsewhere.
	

	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?


	The overall English is good. I just have a few observations: 

1. Indian Space Research Organisation is repeated in abstract two times, second time it can be just ISRO.

2. Page 1: Introduction opening first two sentences: 

At present In the present era every one everyone recognizes the impact of space activities in a major portion of our everyday life and mostly the welfare of our humanity. Despite the high cost of these space activities, there is a tremendous return to the society in terms of space exploration, scientific knowledge of stars, planets and our planet Earth, communication systems, Iinternational cooperation and economy.
3. Page 4: 4.1 Telecommunication and Broadcasting

Second sentence: Launched starting in the early 1980s, INSAT satellites 

The red strikethrough font should be deleted, and the green font should be added.
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	It is a general popular science article.
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