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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 
 

- Title needs to be enhanced to express significatively and accurately the study executed. 
- In the abstract, it is highly desired to mention the results found. 
- A revision of the keywords is demanded to select the ones that better describe the research, to make the 

paper visible in the academy. 
- Introduction needs some improvements, such as, highlight the science gap, the research question, 

hypotheses, a clear description of the paper’s objectives.  
- Objectives are required to be measurable, and highlighted how they can be achieved. 
- The literature review seems insufficient; it needs to be enhanced in date, quantity, quality and global 

distribution to adequate the knowledge to the most recent findings in science. 
- The description of the case study is good; however, some adjustments are required to present it in a 

smoother way. 
- The results found need to be validated by comparing them with proper national and international 

bibliographic references. 
- The discussion part is not proper; it should highlight the results found and their relationship and 

interactions, how are they accurate, significant and representative. 
- Conclusion needs some adjustments; it should highlight if the objectives were accomplished, if the 

methodology was properly applied, if the results are valid, how the results found respond to the research 
question and the science gap.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- In the abstract, specify which railway line. 
- Table 1 needs an adjustment to be correctly located in the page. 
- A more accurate description of Map 1 is recommended. 
- A flowchart describing the methodology is recommended, showing the steps of the study, and the sub-steps 

to accomplish each of the steps. 
- A description of the currency is required in Table 2. 
- Figure 5 needs an adjustment to be correctly located in the page; also, an adjustment in the font size is 

required for a better understanding of the figure. 
- Other building systems, such as hydraulic, electric, and mechanical need to be considered for the study. 

Also, an urbanistic study needs to be contemplated.  
- A revision of the statements made in the paper is required, to permit a correct referencing process in the 

paper.  
- It is recommended that the calculations executed should be relocated in a Supplementary File. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
- The organization of the paper is sufficient; however, some adjustments are desired related to the font size 

and type. 
- A revision of the English grammar is required to permit a clear and smooth lecture. 
- A revision of the paper’s format is demanded. 
- Some adjustments are recommended to enhance the comprehension of the paper. 
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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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