Q)
SCIENCEDOMAIN international Q6 ”

-! +.“g‘ f
wrm*.SC.‘encedomam.org - LY
10 NCEDDMAN
SDI Review Form 1.6
Journal Name: Physical Science International Journal

Manuscript Number: 2014_PSIJ_14574
Title of the Manuscript:

Control gain and cost of pinning control for BA scale-free networks

Type of the Article Original Research Article

General guideline for Peer Review process:
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is
scientifically robust and technically sound.

To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline)

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved byEG Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)



SDI Review Form 1.6

Q)
SCIENCEDOMAIN international @G, 7

www.sciencedomain.org

PART 1: Review Comments

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

Minor REVISION
comments

The problem of pinning control strategy of BA
scale-free network is investigated based on
numerical analysis. The treated topic is
interesting and the proposed techniques utilized
have new contributions in the field of pinning
synchronization. If the following comment is
further considered, I recommend this paper for
publication in this journal.
1. The English of this paper should be
polished.
2. The advantages of the paper should be
further clearly shown.

3. Some remark should be added to explain Fig.8.
It will be helpful to the readers.

We thank the referee for his/her time and effortreniewing our

manuscript. The referee pointed out “The treatguctcs interesting

and the proposed techniques utilized have new ibotins in the

field of pinning synchronization.” The referee mis pertinent

comments and suggestions on our English writing,ativantage o

our paper and some remark of Fig.8. Detailed mgatifins are a

follows:

Referee reports and answers

1. Answer We rewrite some sentences in our paper to makerie
graceful which is highlighted in main text with ke colour.

2. Answer: We emphasize the advantages of our paper in
Introduction and Conclusion, respectively.

—h
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3. Answer We add a explain for Fig.8 as” In Fig.8, we shihs
process of controlling 5 “smallest” nodes of degBebased or
controlled network system (4) of Chen oscillatofthveontroller
(5) whend =5,c = 20. It is shown that the network is quickly

steered to its equilibrium state just in 1 timepste

We thank the referee for his/her valuable commants suggestiong
which greatly help us improving our manuscript teanthe high
standard of PSI1J.

Optional /General
comments
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