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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 article addresses selected aspects of spacecraft flight. Given the growing public interest in space exploration—understood in its broadest sense—the publication of such materials appears to be both relevant and timely.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article does not reflect its content. The article provides an encyclopedic interpretation of the concepts related to specific aspects of issues in spaceflight. Therefore, a more appropriate title would be "Selected (or 'Current') Aspects of Spacecraft Flight Issues."

	

	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 does not convey the main ideas presented in the article and begins with a strange statement about the well-known composition of atmospheric gases on Earth. Its content reads as though a lecturer were explaining a topic to an audience. This style is inappropriate for writing an abstract in a scientific paper: «s you go up in the mesosphere, about 50 km altitude… there is a missing letter A here» or «If you have pure free fall, you're going…»


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The substantive part of the text of the article is written at a normal scientific level, but the article lacks a coherent central theme, making it difficult to discern its primary focus or the underlying purpose of the work. The article contains a gross error in section 4. Space vehicles and operations. Several paragraphs, starting with the words: "Extravehicular activity (EVA) or spacewalk..." are repeated twice.


	

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

-
	The references are written formally, not a single reference is given in a specific place in the text of the article.


	

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


	Yes.

	

	Optional/General comments


	In my opinion, the presented text can be published as a chapter in a book, but the Abstract, Introduction, Conclusion need to be rewritten, and the references need to be made correctly. Of course, the error in Section 4 needs to be corrected.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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