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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. HGVs have brought great challenges to defense systems, making midcourse guidance critical for successful interception.
2. A number of midcourse guidance schemes have been proposed in the literature, but they are not sufficient to tackle significant target maneuvering.
3. Model predictive static programming (MPSP) is a promising alternative due to its explicit closed-form solution and high computational efficiency.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
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The article provides an overview of the current state of midcourse guidance strategies for intercepting hypersonic gliding vehicles (HGVs). The article is generally well written and provides a comprehensive overview of the various strategies that have been proposed in the literature, including proportional navigation (PN) based guidance, singular perturbation (SP) guidance, explicit guidance, and other optimal guidance methods. However, there are some potential biases and unsupported claims that should be noted. 
First, the article does not provide any evidence or data to support its claims about the effectiveness of these strategies for intercepting HGV targets. While it is true that these strategies may be insufficient for tackling significant target maneuvering, there is no evidence provided to back up this claim. Additionally, while the article mentions that model predictive static programming (MPSP) has a high computational efficiency compared to other approaches, it does not provide any data or evidence to support this claim either. 
Second, the article does not explore any counterarguments or alternative perspectives on these strategies or their effectiveness for intercepting HGV targets. It also fails to mention any possible risks associated with using MPSP as an alternative approach for midcourse guidance. Furthermore, it does not present both sides equally when discussing the various strategies proposed in the literature; instead it focuses primarily on highlighting the advantages of MPSP over other approaches without providing any detailed analysis or comparison between them. 
In conclusion, while this article provides a comprehensive overview of current midcourse guidance strategies for intercepting HGV targets and highlights some potential advantages of using MPSP as an alternative approach, it fails to provide any evidence or data to support its claims and does not explore any counterarguments or alternative perspectives on these strategies or their effectiveness for intercepting HGV targets. Additionally, it does not mention any possible risks associated with using MPSP as an alternative approach nor does it present both sides equally when discussing the various strategies proposed in the literature.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Hypersonic Gliding Vehicle Intercept Strategies
· Model Predictive Static Programming Risks
· Comparison of Midcourse Guidance Strategies
· Proportional Navigation Guidance
· Singular Perturbation Guidance
· Explicit Guidance for Intercepting HGVs
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