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	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.


	The obstacles that people with disabilities (PwDs) have while trying to use public bus systems are a crucial and little-studied aspect of inclusive transportation that is covered in this systematic review.  Particularly in emerging nations with uneven infrastructure standards, the subject is both socially and policy-relevant.  The study is extremely helpful for policymakers, disability researchers, and urban planners because it compiles information from around the world to identify practical gaps and offers data-supported suggestions for enhancing accessibility.  It makes a significant contribution to the body of knowledge on inclusive mobility and fits in nicely with both national accessibility goals and the UNCRPD.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is accurate, succinct, and educational.  It conveys the paper's methods and purpose in an understandable 

manner.
	

	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 context, goal, approach, main findings, and conclusion are all mentioned in detail in this well-organized and educational abstract.  Quantifying the distribution of barriers (e.g., “X% of studies identified physical barriers as most critical”) and briefly noting PRISMA adherence could, nevertheless, marginally boost the abstract.

 For improved clarity, include a line in the findings that summarizes the relative frequency of the barrier categories.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the paper adheres to PRISMA principles using an open and methodical approach.  There is a clear statement of the literature search, inclusion/exclusion criteria, and synthesis methodology.  Physical, informational, and service/policy-related barriers are logically and empirically categorized.  A brief limits paragraph about possible publishing bias and the lack of regional data granularity might be added as a minor improvement.  The study is sound methodologically and scientifically overall.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The paper exhibits current scholarship by citing over thirty studies, including recent ones from 2023–2025.  Nonetheless, adding one or two accessibility audit reports from the Indian government or MoRTH could improve the relevance of the local context. For policy connection, it is suggested that official Indian transport accessibility reports or the evaluation materials from NITI Aayog's "Accessible India Campaign" be included.
	

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


	Indeed.  The writing is well-edited, scholarly, and easy to understand.  Although occasionally lengthy words may be condensed to make them easier to read, the English is suitable for a global publication.  Only minor refinement of the style.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This review is thorough, well-prepared, and has important practical and policy ramifications.  The content is clearly supported by the PRISMA flow diagram, tables, and images.  Depth is added by incorporating the opinions of both industrialized and developing nations.  At the conclusion of the discussion, a "Recommendations" paragraph could assist in converting results into concrete actions that policymakers can take.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are observed. The study is a systematic review and does not involve human or animal subjects directly. Ethical approval and declaration have been properly mentioned. 
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