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The 2nd Referee’s report on: 

Max-Plus Algebraic Modeling of Three Crossroad Traffic Queue 

Systems with One Underpass 

Manuscript ID: 658-1567-1-SM 
 

1. Significance: - How important is the work reported? Does it attack an important/difficult 

problem (as opposed to a peripheral/simple one)? - Does the approach offered advance the 

state of the art? - Does it involve or synthesize ideas, methods, approaches from multiple 

disciplines? - Does it have interesting implications for multiple disciplines? 

Answer : Good.  

2. Originality: - Is this a new issue? Is this a novel approach to an issue? - Is this a novel 

combination of familiar ideas/techniques/methods/approaches? - Does the paper point out 

differences from related research? - Does the paper properly situate itself with respect to 

previous work? 

Answer : Good. 

3. Quality: - Is the paper technically sound? How are its claims backed up? - Does it carefully 

evaluate the strengths and limitations of its contribution 

Answer : Good. 

4. Clarity: - Is the paper clearly written? Does it motivate the research? Does it describe clearly the 

methods employed (e.g., experimental procedures, algorithms, analytical tools), if any? - Are the 

results, if any, described and evaluated thoroughly? - Is the paper organized in a sensible and 

logical fashion? 

Answer : Good. 

5. Relevance: - Is the paper closely related to the theme of the journal (broadly conceived)? - Is the 

content interesting enough to a broad audience? - Is the paper readable in a multi-disciplinary 

context? 

Answer : Good. 

6. Technical (1): Structure of the paper 

Answer : Poor. 

7. Technical (2): Standard of English 

Answer : Poor. 

8. Technical (3): Appropriateness of abstract as a description of the paper 



 
 

Answer : Good. 

9. Technical (4): Use and number of keywords/key phrases 

Answer : Excellent.   

10. Technical (5): Relevance and clarity of drawings, graphs and tables 

Answer : Good. 

11. Technical (6): Discussion and conclusions 

Answer : Poor.   Should have a discussion that related to recent papers. 

12. Technical (7): Reference list, adequate and correctly cited 

Answer : Poor. Please check how to cite a reference. Please use more references. 

13. Explanations for the above ratings and other general comments on major issues 

Answer : Good. 

14. Comments on the minor details of the article 

Answer : Good.   

15. Recommendation for decision? 

Answer : Accepted with major revisions to publish in JPCS (Journal of Physics: Conference Series, 

Published by IOP Publishing). 



 
 

The 1st Referee’s report on: 

Max-Plus Algebraic Modeling of Three Crossroad Traffic Queue 

Systems with One Underpass 

Manuscript ID:  658-1567-1-SM 

 

1. Significance: - How important is the work reported? Does it attack an important/difficult 

problem (as opposed to a peripheral/simple one)? - Does the approach offered advance the 

state of the art? - Does it involve or synthesize ideas, methods, approaches from multiple 

disciplines? - Does it have interesting implications for multiple disciplines? 

Answer : Poor. The specific purpose of this research should be mentioned in the introduction 

section. The arguments for the cutting edge of this research should be supported with more 

primary references.  

 

2. Originality: - Is this a new issue? Is this a novel approach to an issue? - Is this a novel 

combination of familiar ideas/techniques/methods/approaches? - Does the paper point out 

differences from related research? - Does the paper properly situate itself with respect to 

previous work? 

Answer : Good 

 

3. Quality: - Is the paper technically sound? How are its claims backed up? - Does it carefully 

evaluate the strengths and limitations of its contribution 

Answer : Good 

 

4. Clarity: - Is the paper clearly written? Does it motivate the research? Does it describe clearly the 

methods employed (e.g., experimental procedures, algorithms, analytical tools), if any? - Are the 

results, if any, described and evaluated thoroughly? - Is the paper organized in a sensible and 

logical fashion? 

Answer : Good 

 

5. Relevance: - Is the paper closely related to the theme of the journal (broadly conceived)? - Is the 

content interesting enough to a broad audience? - Is the paper readable in a multi-disciplinary 

context? 



 
 

Answer : Good 

 

6. Technical (1): Structure of the paper 

Answer : Good 

 

7. Technical (2): Standard of English 

Answer : Good. Author should give attention in Tense considerations for science writing. As 

references, author can refer this: 

https://services.unimelb.edu.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/471294/Using_tenses_in_scientifi

c_writing_Update_051112.pdf 

 

8. Technical (3): Appropriateness of abstract as a description of the paper 

Answer : Good 

 

9. Technical (4): Use and number of keywords/key phrases 

Answer : Good 

 

10. Technical (5): Relevance and clarity of drawings, graphs and tables 

Answer :  Good. Matlab result should be completed with the table caption.  

 

11. Technical (6): Discussion and conclusions 

Answer : Good 

 

12. Technical (7): Reference list, adequate and correctly cited 

Answer : Poor, should be added with more primary references. 

 

13. Explanations for the above ratings and other general comments on major issues 

Answer : Good 

 

14. Comments on the minor details of the article 

Answer :  Please adjust the writing format with the template. Please note the spaces that are 

missing throughout the text 

 

15. Recommendation for decision? 



 
 

Answer : Accepted with revisions (Please refer to the comments mentioned above) to publish in 

JPCS (Journal of Physics: Conference Series, Published by IOP Publishing) 



������������	�
� ������������������������	������������
��� ��!��

"��#$������%&��&�!%'������(���)�*+',!� �	!��-.�!�+#�-$!��'"+���-#!��"��+�"�!��� ��/0�����������/�	�	-$�#�+$&� ��/0�����������/�	�	 ���

1234567389:;5<=>7389:;?@A=9BCD;AE

FG3H5IJK;2LLM5NOPQR5F;>A=:53=25S>;;TU>V=3
��!$$�&!

6;WV>:=5X>;25Y7>9:5Z(���"(���[&���%'�\ �����]#�������������������
�
�̂����(�"���[&���%'�

������������������!��!$$�&!����������
_�����JK;2LLM5J2:V>2=:9;2=B5K;2TV>V2DV5;25LD9V2DV5=235LD9V2DV5M37D=:9;2�Z�'��$$![��%(*$�%!�(\
_��!��̀(����̀(�����	�#(*(����%��
�(ab!'���������������	������������
��� ��!��
�̂��Z(���"(���[&���%'�\

cdefgfhijfklimnoipfjfqirdgfqfefsimtuvccwixyz{|

i

}d~efgjl~if�fefsisf�lei�dqi�vfeihd~qflhi�dvkfvi�u~gfhivf�qfsi�fviwvkel�sij~uu��~df��

rdvoel�i�����igdgjd~nflqli�u~gfhivf�qfsi�fvinfsf�fi�d�ofli�dvkfvi�f~fviw�lhu~i�fvir~uu��~df�d~�ird~nflqfvi�lefqoqfvijf�fi�edi�d~�liw�lhu~i�dvkfvihd~ednls
�fsoeoigdgjd~nflqli�u~gfhi�fjfnlefi�o�fsif�findnd~fjfijd~nflqfvi�f~liw�lhu~�i�fvi�defv�ohv�fijf�fi�d~�lihd~�dnohi�lefqoqfvijd~nflqfvinfsf�fi�d�ofli�f~fv
r~uu���df�d~�

�f�qfsi~d�l�li�lql~lgqfviqdgnfeli�lfidgflei�'��$$![��%(*$�i�fefgi�d~�li������������i�dvkfvivfgfi�qu�ditfgd~f��df���w�lhu~�r~uu��|i�dnfkfl
�uvhus�iyyzitfgd~f��df���w�lhu~�r~uu�|ijfelvkiefgnfhi�� ¡�¢��££�¤�¥¦��¡¤§�̈¦¥©�irfvlªfifqfvigdvkogogqfviqdef�fqfvivf�qfsiovhoqi�lql~lgiqdi«rtc
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