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	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 study provides an important contribution to the scientific community, particularly in the fields of aerospace engineering and astrophysics. The design and optimization of the optical system for stellar simulators are critical for the calibration of star sensors, which are essential for spacecraft attitude determination and space observation missions. The manuscript discusses a CODE-V-based design approach, evaluates key technical parameters (RMS, MTF, distortion), and reviews relevant developments both domestically and internationally, making it valuable for researchers and practitioners developing high-precision testing equipment
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and descriptive. However, to emphasize the approach and improve clarity, an alternative could be:

“High-Precision Optical System Design for Stellar Simulators Using CODE-V Optimization”

	

	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 covers background, objectives, methods, and outcomes but could be strengthened with quantitative results to make it more informative. Adding key findings such as RMS 10.31″ and MTF > 0.85 would highlight the design’s success. The sentences could also be made more concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and follows optical design principles. The background and literature review are relevant, the methodology is appropriate, and results are presented logically. Some areas could be improved by clarifying the definition of variables in equations and providing a comparative analysis with other studies.
Important note: The manuscript does not fully comply with the journal’s formatting requirements (e.g., section structure, placement of tables/figures, and reference style). The authors should revise the paper to align with the official SDI template before publication


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and cover both domestic and international work. However, some are relatively dated (2007–2012). Adding 1–2 recent references (2023–2024) related to LCOS technology and CODE-V optical design would strengthen the manuscript’s relevance and novelty

	

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


	The English is understandable but requires minor editing to improve fluency. Some sentences are too long and could be shortened, and the structure can be refined to reduce repetition.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) Figures are useful but would benefit from more descriptive captions (e.g., Fig. 9, Fig. 10).

2) Maintain consistent units (e.g., μm, ″).

3) Avoid duplicate references in the bibliography.

4) Consider adding a flow diagram or summary table to make the design and results clearer.

5) Ensure full compliance with the SDI format, including abstract, methods, results, discussion, conclusion, and references, before submission.
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