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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 script offers a broad overview of biped robots with their historical development, technologies, applications, challenges and trends. It also emphasises interdisciplinary trends like mechanical design, AI and sensors. It also bridges theoretical foundations with practical applications, helping the academic and industrial landscape of bipedal robotics.    
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It seems the title is suitable as it captures the manuscript’s focus on development in technologies and applications of biped robots. A suggestion could be, "A Comprehensive Review of Biped Robots Development, Key Technologies, Applications and Future Trends".
	

	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 the development process, key technologies, applications, challenges and future trends. Some examples could be added and the emphasis on the broad application projects could be excused. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The script seems scientifically correct with accurate descriptions. The explanations of technologies are logically presented and supported with references. But these could be more supported with empirical data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references seem sufficient both in quality and quantity. The references seem recent.
	

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


	Though the language seems generally suitable for scholarly communication has issues like noticeable grammatical errors and awkward phrases and potential translation errors. Better proofreading could be very effective in enhancing the quality of the paper.
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