Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Geography, Environment and Earth Science International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JGEESI_140032

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Mobility Challenges in a Growing Hill City: A Case Study of Current Travel Patterns and Resident Preferences for Future Travel in Shimla, India

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Yes, the theme of the article is on travel pattern & residence preferences in  northern state of Shimla. This is a new  area of research & its importance is praiseworthy in current regime.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the  title Mobility Challenges in a Growing Hill City: A Case Study of Current Travel Patterns and Resident Preferences for Future Travel in Shimla, India is clear & self-explanatory.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract of the article is defective. An abstract for a scientific journal needs to incorporate in a narrative way title ,objective, methods of investigation ,results & discussions ,recommendations & conclusions The article in not written in the way as a scientific journal required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No. An article for a scientific Journal needs to follow a structure like Introduction including review of literature & justification of the study, objectives, Methodology, Results & discussions, summary of findings, recommendations & conclusions. The proposed article is lacking such stages
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are outdated which needs to be upgraded upto2024 if possible, at the latest.
	

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


	OK
	

	Optional/General comments


	On introduction: The discussions in the introduction section have little relevance with the title of the article
Methodology: survey of 400 households conducted   in December 2010-April 2011 in Shimla. It is now 2025.How can you justify 15 years back data with the present situation? It is a part of research (Thapliyal, 2016) on developing indices for various dimensions of a sustainable city. How the sample size of the survey determined? That means, this article is a part of a broad study in Shimla conducted in 2016. How can we accept this? The main study focused on land-use changes and related physical and socio-economic indicators necessary for the sustainability of the city But there is no indication of sustainability in the title of the study. It is mentioned that random sampling was used. Whether it was simple or stratified random were not clearly  specified in the report .
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