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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 paper critically examines the barriers to infrastructure and accessibility in the public bus transport among persons with disabilities, which is a socially significant and scientific topic. It is a synthesis of 23 international and 2 Indian studies, which illustrates persistent challenges, particularly in the low- and middle-income situations, and gives actionable recommendations to policymakers, planners, and researchers. It addresses gaps in knowledge by creating solutions based on a whole and a region and contributes to the development of inclusive mobility and universal design principles. The lessons can be used in future studies, policymaking, and the real-life development of transportation systems that do not require barriers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript, ‘Infrastructure and Accessibility Barriers in Public Bus Transportation of Persons with Disabilities: A Systematic Review’, is appropriate in scope, methodology, and population focus. This is a clear indication of how the review is systematic and international. There is no need to give another title.


	

	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.


	It has a comprehensive abstract: it contains the proper background, aims, study design, place and duration of study, methodology and results. All significant groups of barriers (physical, informational, Policy) are outlined, and the importance of practical strategies is highlighted. It would be further enhanced by including in a few lines research gaps that were identified including rural access and inclusion of invisible disability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is structured according to PRISMA requirements of systematic reviews, identifies the studies by using clear eligibility criteria using PICOS and rigorously synthesizes the evidence. The studies included from 2000- 2025. Results and suggestions are interconnected with the analysed data and restrictions (such as the language bias) can be mentioned. The research technique and data retrieval processes are well-articulated, which makes it scientifically valid. In study selection section, the given Chart-1 Study Selection Flow Chart (PRISMA Style, the arrows after n=155 are wrong, which have to be corrected.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources are mostly up-to-date and refer to the works published in the last five years, and the scope is extensive as they include international and Indian settings. This is made possible by the inclusion of recent reviews, empirical research, and important policy papers and documents. 

The references mentioned are neither chronological nor alphabetical and also not following the same sequence as mentioned in the studies table included in the text. So, It is recommended to follow at least one system.


	

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


	The article has a fairly understandable language, which is formal and appropriate to scholarly communication. The abstract and the main sections are accurate and of pertinent academic style. Minor editorial changes (such as the elimination of redundancy and the improvement of flow) can also be made to increase clarity.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The article presents a critical and comprehensive systematized review on the infrastructure and accessibility challenges of a public bus transportation to individuals with disabilities, including both global and local insights on the high and low-income backgrounds. It has high methodological rigor, based on PRISMA and using a well-designed PICOS model to select the studies, which gives credibility to the study findings. The main strengths are the recognition of ongoing physical and informational and attitudinal barriers, and the critical examination of unmet policy and practice gaps, in particular in such regions as Uttar Pradesh, India. The synthesis is also backed by 25 new studies and practical recommendations concerning the universal design are provided. Nevertheless, the review may be improved by further inclusiveness of the studies referring to the invisible disability and rural accessibility as the gaps in the research. As a whole, the manuscript is well-timed, relevant, and appropriate to the field of scholarly communication that provides baseline recommendations to the researchers, practitioners, and policymakers who strive to increase inclusive mobility and fair transport systems.
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