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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 
 

This paper must have some clarification on benefits of having ‘bypass’ by 
constructing the bridge as alternative route. There should be some calculation on: 

1. How far the bypass mitigates existing congestion which can be termed in 
traffic performance of V/C or volume per capacity ratio. 

2.  Some economic value may also be shown by denoting saving of travel cost 
due to bypass. 

3. The points above can be made by a simple network representation of 
existing road and its alternative/bypass and be simulated with some of 
scenarios of those two alternative roads. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Paper needs to be more specific of describing the existing troublesome route/road, and the 
bypass (i.e., it is not so clear when it is mentioned as a road with two lanes,…is it for each 
direction or both directions). 

 

Optional/General comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Sutanto Soehodho 
Department, University & Country University of Indonesia, Indonesia 
  
 


