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Optional/General comments 
 

Major Comments 

1. The abstract needs to be revised thoroughly including the objective, justification, and implication of the study. 

2. Lack of rationale for conducting this research as well as objective is missing in the Introduction section. 

3. Need to remake the study area map, it is not good to present google map 

4. What about volume???  Topic indicates that volume of sound is also measured?? 

5. Other noise descriptors can used calculated like NPL, TNI etc 

6. Table 1 is not necessary so it can be moved to appendix section. 

7. References are not enough, need to put recent references as well 

8. Need to add a discussion part. 

Minor Comments 

1. Abstract: 4th line is confusing doesn’t make sense: A vehicle count done and measured with noise produced revealed low 

and peak traffic periods and that vehicle flow affects traffic noise. 

2. What was the season and year of research???? 

3. Specify in which country the research was done. 

4. Full stops are missing in many places 

5. How was the sound level meter kept above the ground and  at which height? 
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