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Journal Name: British Journal of Applied Science & Technology
Manuscript Number: 2013_BJAST_7621

Title of the Manuscript:

Traffic Kinematic Wave Caused By Road Hump: Perceptions and Analysis

PART 2:

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any)

Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

Itis the first time for me that an author, instead of answering to the comments of a
referee, spends his/her time in correcting the grammar of the referee itself using irony.
Anywayi, this is not a matter. What is remarkable is that the authors nor have addressed
the comments of this referee, neither have discussed why this has not been done.
Moreover, the authors should be more humble and should spent more time in a
revision. A scientific paper needs a lot of care in being written. Further pursing this
aspect, it is not acceptable that a major revision is processed by the authors in more or
less two days. Also, speaking again about grammar, the acknowledgments section
contains errors, e.g. words written without being separated, “university” is written as
“universiti”, without saying that the section is written as there is only one author. My
final comment is to reject the paper.
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