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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. Citations/References: Out of the 14 citations, 9 are very old — 1961, 1967, 1959, 1935, 1. There are no improvement up to date.

1955, 1995, 1956, etc. The question is that, are there no improvements on these
authorities (Models) till date? If there are, then author(s) should update the citations
ranging from 1935 — 1995, and modify the paper accordingly.

2. Citations have been provided.
2. Citations in Results and Discussions are required to corroborate your work. At least 3
citations needed.

3. The following suggestions have been captured
3. Conclusion: In conclusion you start what you did, the methodology used, your results
and how your results contribute to the body of knowledge. As it stands, your conclusion is
part of discussions. You need to rewrite the conclusion as stated above

Minor REVISION comments
1. Figure 1: Characteristic Profiles for Edie’s Model: The font size is different from the rest 1. This is because of the template.
of the work. Check Figure 2, Figure 3, and Figure 4.
2. The main variables that characterize[d] vehicular traffic are speed, density and flow. 2. Corrected.

Thanks for the review.
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feedback here)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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