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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

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

1. the manuscript describes the localized process which is interesting in order to make
known what is being done in that region

2. yes, thetitleis appropriate

3. the author will need to improve it

4. can beimproved

5. Ithink it can be improved

6. references should be updated

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

the following should be considered:

- The abstract should be improved because it is ambiguous.

- The bibliography should be updated because there is little updated bibliography. For example, the
Highway Capacity Manual, HCM Seventh Edition: A Guide for Multimodal Mobility Analysis was
published in January 2022.

- Figures and tables should be improved, and be in a proper and readable format.

Regarding the objective of the work, it should be highlighted, as well as the working hypothesis. On
the other hand, emphasis should be given to the innovation of the work and its specific contribution,
and the conclusions should be improved.

On the other hand,

- Explain further the meaning of the graphs and the possible strategies for the redistribution in
space and time of the demand.

- PTSF-flow relationship conducted for the two-way segments and Figure 6. (A) PTSF-density and
follower density-PTSF relationships on two-lane highways6 A, there is a large scatter and the
meaning and value of r2 should be further explained.

- Because the r2 values have very low

Optional/General comments

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




Review Form 1.7

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Juan Hernandez Avila

Department, University & Country

Autonomous University of the State of Hidalgo, México

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




