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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The work in this paper presents a systematic design process, its contribution is essentially limited to the simulation and design levels. There is no physical prototype, no experimental validation, and there is limited discussion of how this design compares to existing systems, limiting its direct practical impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title clearly indicates the content of the research, but with minor changes, it could be made more precise and technical to highlight the methodological focus. The suggested title: "Optical Design and Performance Analysis of a High-Resolution Stable Stellar Simulator" This new title indicates the scope of the research study and its technical contribution primarily.
	

	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 good, but it should be noted that it lacks a clear focus on the results and any specific achievements, either in percentages or with significant numbers, to highlight the achievements of this research. It also lacks a mention of the main limitations or potential application constraints (such as weight, cost, etc.).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is essentially scientifically correct. The principles are correct and consistent with established optical engineering methods.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references are not sufficient and not recent references. They are few and outdated, particularly in the field of specialization and its ongoing development. There are also duplicate references, such as [2] and [3], which are identical. Emphasis should be placed on citing recent references relevant to the research content to increase scientific credibility and enhance the research's strength.

	

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


	The English of the manuscript is clear and understandable for the most part, but it is not suitable for good scholarly communication. The entire manuscript contains many linguistic errors and requires a complete linguistic revision.
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