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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.
	This manuscript provides a comprehensive review of control strategies for three-axis turntables, a critical technology in high-precision attitude simulation, inertial navigation system testing, and electro-optical tracking platforms. By systematically comparing traditional, robust, intelligent, and emerging control approaches, it offers valuable insights for both academic researchers and engineers seeking to optimize performance under nonlinear, strongly coupled, and disturbance-prone conditions. The detailed discussion of modeling methods, coupled with the comparative analysis of control strategies, serves as a reference framework for future advancements in high-dynamic and high-accuracy control systems. Consequently, this work contributes to bridging the gap between theoretical control concepts and practical engineering
applications, thereby supporting the development of more reliable and adaptive motion simulation systems in aerospace, defense, and industrial domains.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title, "A Review of Control Strategies for Three-Axis Turntables", is clear and descriptive
	

	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 detailed and provides a broad overview of the topic, but it currently reads more like an extended introduction than a concise summary of the manuscript. It includes background, challenges, and even future research directions, but lacks a clear focus on the scope of the review, the structure of the paper, and the main insights/contributions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is broadly scientifically sound in its high-level descriptions of control strategies for three-axis turntables, but it requires several technical and editorial corrections to be fully correct and publishable.
In term of mathematical completeness, several equations are incomplete, variables are undefined, and notation is inconsistent (e.g., missing subscripts/superscripts, unrendered symbols). This reduces reproducibility and must be rectified by providing full, well-formatted derivations and definitions for all symbols.

For modeling assumptions, the dynamic and kinematic model descriptions are plausible but lack explicit assumptions (rigid body, friction models, actuator dynamics, measurement noise). State these assumptions clearly and discuss their impact on controller performance.
This manuscript lack of quantitative validation. The manuscript is a review but frequently asserts relative performance (e.g., ADRC vs H∞) without quantitative metrics or cited benchmark studies. Add
comparative numerical data, simulation results, or tabulated performance measures from literature to support claims.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are partially sufficient but not fully up-to-date or balanced, especially for a review article targeting a high-impact audience.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript should undergo a thorough language polishing, preferably by a native or near-native English editor with technical expertise in control engineering to improve grammar, flow, and academic tone. With this, the readability and professionalism would align with scholarly publishing standards.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript presents a comprehensive review of control strategies for three-axis turntables, covering traditional, robust, intelligent, and emerging approaches. It provides valuable insights into system modeling, coupling effects, and the comparative merits of various control methods, making it a useful reference for researchers and practitioners in motion simulation and precision control. However, the paper would benefit from improved language clarity, enhanced quantitative comparisons, and the inclusion of
additional high-impact and foundational references to strengthen its scholarly value.
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