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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

This paper is about the robustness analysis of a closed 

loop controller for a robot manipulator in real 

environment. It is an application of a basic and well 

known robust control methodology. It is not a “recent 

advance in robust control design methodology” as 

authors write in section 3. All the techniques presented 

in section 4 relative to robustness analysis are well 

known in control. I consider this paper could be 

interesting for a reader who wants to learn basic 

principles of robust control. For instance, it could be 

appropriate for a control student to understand basic 

principles of robust control. 

I consider a real application with a real plant or a 

comparison with different controllers (fuzzy for 

instance), not only the classical PID presented in the 

manuscript could improve substantially the paper. 

The correction was made. 
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