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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 coherent synthesis of reinforcement learning’s evolution. This review helps researchers understand why certain methods exist and their best utility.  This work emphasis real world constraints which make it useful immediately. It is good reference for people in the field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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 is comprehensive and well written.
It clearly captures the scope, motivation, and contributions of the review, and it accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. The author could try to condense similar themes into the same section if the variability is not wide enough. For example, combining closely related challenges. This would improve the readability of the manuscript. Also, the author should mention briefly that their work also synethesizes tradeoffs and unifying principles as a deduction from the review. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is scientifically correct. No scientific errors were caught or wrong claims made (Identified in review). The concepts and theories are consistent with established literature. The synthesis was also done methodically producing a convincing conclusion. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they references are sufficient. 
There are emerging trends that should be considered:
Hierarchical and skill-based reinforcement learning
Reinforcement learning from human feedback and preferences

I would also advised review current work in the robotic RL field, and perhaps get study some work in the Chinese academic space to find any new and interesting paradigms. The field is rapidly changing and so the research strategy should be dynamic: 
Simulation-to-Real Transfer and Robot Learning
Learning-Based Control and Robot Skill Acquisition
Safe and Constraint-Aware RL for Robotics

	

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


	Yes, it is. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The work could benefit from recent  non-english acqademic sources because of the rapidly changing RL landscape. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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