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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 Abstract poorly written 

 Discussion on degree of freedom not clear 

 Literature review not presented well in literature section 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 Some aspects like sequence of operation, activeness or passiveness of joints 
need to be illustrated 

 Reference figure for derived equations 5,6 7 should be clearly mentioned 
before its appearance 

 How will mixed synthesis improve system performance in flexible joint 
manipulator? (Elaborate: Page 5 First Paragraph) 

 System stability yet not emphasised much 
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 The paper presents analytical model and simulation results but no hardware 
development is discussed or reported. 
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