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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 study deals with ISRO and is a good research topic for showcasing the achievements of the Indian species agency globally. This study also contributes to understanding satellite technology and space exploration. Studying ISRO also complicates studying cost-efficient space technology and global scientific collaborations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes title of the article is suitable, but I would like to suggest if the author add the before last five years.

"Indian Space Research Organisation (ISRO) and its Key Milestones: A Review of the last five decades."

	

	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 length of the abstract is pretty good, but it lacks clarity regarding the flow of the research article. The abstract in this article only focuses on the discussion part of the paper; ideally, the abstract should reflect your paper from introduction to conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript length is good, but I suggest adding research methodology regarding how the data was collected and used in the paper. I also recommend that if the author makes a timeline or flow diagram with timelines and achievements; it would be easier to understand.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, reference is sufficient, but I suggest adding some more prominent studies that will give more value to this paper
	

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


	Correct language, but I suggest putting this manuscript in any good grammar extension, such as Grammarly etc. I found many grammatical mistakes. Manuscript require proofreading
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) The manuscript is good, and I mentioned some minor changes.

2) It will be good if the author compares the cost of manufacturing of same technologies by ISRO and other space agencies, making cost efficiency more impactful.

3)  The author must add the limitations of the study as limitations of this study are always objective for future studies.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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