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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 
 

Manuscript needs to be modified:  
- It is suggested in the abstract that the author(s) rewrite the abstract. You need to 

show the objective of this paper clearly and a brief summary of the results. 
- The introduction paragraph requires references. 
- In figure No. 1, put the reference number (only) after the title of the figure.   
- The word " pedestrian " is repeated in section (2) paragraph (4). Delete it.  
- In Equation (2), define all parameters. 
- Equation (3) must be rewritten in equation style. 
- The conclusion is not coherent and clear and needs to be re-written. 
- The references (except reference [14]) used are very old, so it is possible to add 

new references on the subject. Please add more recent references with a limit of 
the last 10 years. 

 From my point of view, to do a review paper, the approved references must be at 
least 25. 
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