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	Book Name:
	Morden control theory

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BP_8574A.1

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Highlight Review of Classical Control Theory

	Type of the Article
	Book chapter





	PART  1: Review Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (If agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. Authors must write his/her feedback here)

	Is the manuscript important for the scientific community?
Please write a few sentences explaining your answer
	Yes, it will be a concise insight to control system fundamentals
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
Do you have any alternative Title in your mind?
	Highlights could be reolaced with better word as Insights/ Fundamentals
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions

	English need improvement,  usage of word ‘review ‘ dominating
	

	Do you think the English quality of the article is suitable for 
scholarly communications?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions
	No needs a revision, even explaination of examples needs a recheck
	

	Please provide your comments regarding the appropriateness
of different sections of the manuscript.
	I suggest example of questions(numerical) be included in each section with summary of formulas used. It would make a great document of academic and scholarly significance. Section 1.2.2 and 1.3 are related.; Concept of positive and negative feedback be included in 1.4. Represntation of systems- signal flow graphs, block diagram should be included as a topic with example

Some of the Review Comments: 

•	The manuscript needs check on the use of English, Like first line “highlights to review available knowledge learned”. “Some highlights have been narrated”,

•	“Distinctions exist, and the major one appears to be in the kinds of mathematical tools used” makes no sense.
•	“By defining suitable number field, the major mathematical tools could be again linear algebra”-????
•	Contents need to be revised both for inclusion of suggested topics and including examples in each section. Details mentioned in the form submitted.
	

	Do you think that the references in the manuscript are proper, 
recent and sufficient?
If you have any suggestions, please write here.
	No , not even a single refernce has been made to recnt work/ book edition in last 7 years. Rather 2015 is the latest work referred which is too old. No refernce to standard, books has been made.
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	PART  2: 


	
	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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