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	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 an essential and timely synthesis of advancements in Multi-Agent Pathfinding (MAPF), specifically focusing on bounded-suboptimal and suboptimal solvers that bridge the gap between scalability and optimality. Given the increasing use of autonomous agents in robotics, warehouse logistics, and transportation systems, the paper’s systematic analysis of efficiency versus solution quality has strong practical and theoretical significance. It contributes a structured taxonomy of solver types, clarifying trade-offs that are often fragmented across literature. This review will serve as a valuable reference for researchers and practitioners seeking scalable MAPF solutions applicable to real-time and high-density environments.
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	Yes, it is clear, descriptive, and well-aligned with the paper’s scope.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract effectively summarizes the motivation, scope, and classification of algorithms. It highlights the NP-hard nature of MAPF and distinguishes between bounded-suboptimal and purely suboptimal approaches. However, a few refinements could improve its impact and readability:

· Add a closing sentence summarizing the contribution. And include a brief note on application relevance.
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	The manuscript is scientifically sound and accurate as per the best of my knowledge.
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	The references are comprehensive, up-to-date, and relevant, covering both foundational and modern contributions.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, professional, and scholarly English. Technical terminology is appropriate for a specialized audience. Sentences are generally well-structured, though some could be shortened or simplified to enhance readability.
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