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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 
 

 
 The abstract does not have any outcomes that represent the importance of Automated Transit. 
 Figures that show the details and types of Automated Transit are required. 
 Showing world map that show the usage of Automated Transit with percentage is also preferred. 
 It is very important to illustrate the specialists of transit field that agree and disagree with Fabian ideas. 
 The conclusions should present the requirements and challenges of adopting the Automated Transit, beside 

the main positive and negative points. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 Are there any negative points about the Automated transit like reducing the work opportunities for people 

working on this field? 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 It is preferred to fix the year of preparing the data shown in Table 1. 
 It is preferred to illustrate and summarize the works of Fabian in a table. 
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