[bookmark: _GoBack]Summary of Correction
	Comment(s)
	Correction(s)

	Abstract

	Insert the actual findings [the criteria identified based on the degree of
importance] in the abstract
	Corrections made as suggested (Pg. 1)
Explanation on the important criteria is added at the end of the abstract. (Pg. 1)

	Make the abstract more concise
	Corrections made as suggested (Pg. 1)

	Correct errors in the Malay abstract, improve translation, English words
found eg. factor, origin in the abstract. Spelling errors
	Corrections made as suggested (Pg. 1)

	Introduction

	Para. 4
Suggestion: list a few techniques other than pairwise comparison method and then state why the pairwise comparison method is selected for this study.
	
Other techniques of MCDA is listed and the reason of why pairwise comparison is chosen is explained in a new paragraph after Para. 4 (Pg. 2 Para. 5)

	Para. 6
Explain why AHP and ANP are mentioned



Add why AHP didn’t support relation between criteria

Need to include more justification for the choice and use of ANP in the
study
	
Explanation added after the sentence mentioning AHP and ANP (sources of study used AHP and ANP was cited) (Pg. 3)

Explanation added (Pg. 3)


Explanation is in Para 6.  (Pg. 3)

	Pedestrian-Friendly for the First/Last Mile of a Transit Journey

	Para. 1
References for first sentence
	
References added (Pg. 4)

	Section 1

Improve references (Para. 1, Para. 2)


Para. 3
Sentences structure correction
	

References improved (format and latest references added) (Pg. 4)


Correction made as suggested (Pg. 4)

	Section 2

Section 2 should be titled "Criteria for Good Walking Environment" rather
than "Previous Studies"

Grammar correction

References for last sentence, Para. 6


	

Corrections made as suggested (Pg. 4)
Title for Section 2 is changed to “Criteria for Good Walking Environment”

Correction made as suggested  (Pg. 4)

References added (Pg. 4-5)

	Section 3

Improve the structure and arrangement 

Correction for spelling and writing style for symbols

Improve Figure 2
	

Improvement made where suggested (Pg. 5-6)

Correction made as suggested (Pg. 6)


Figure 2 improved as suggested (Pg. 6)

	Section 4

Issue of inconsistency in high number of judgments is mentioned but
method/technique to address it is not given/mentioned
Equation 2 is given but not explained
	

Explanation added in Section 2, Para. 4. (Pg. 6)



Explanation added on Para. 2 (Pg. 6)

	Development of ANP Model to Prioritise the Criteria of a Good Walking FLM

	Section 1
Provide the definitions of each of the criteria identified and used in developing the new framework
	
Definition for each criteria is added in Table 1 (Pg. 7)

	Section 3

Justify why 6 experts were selected and how the participants were sampled
from the larger participants eg academicians in Malaysia ect]
[what are the areas of expertise of the participants? 

Provide the backgrounds/profiles of the "academic and industrial experts" 

Good paper. However, the choice of experts from the academic group may not be representative of the public who use the service. Therefore, author
may need to include more justification on the  selection of the academic experts, other than their knowledge on the walkability of the FLM

Elaborate on the data collection process and the instruments used to gather the data- eg, survey, or interview, mail survey etc

What is the data provided by DBKL and SPAD? mention in the method sections

Inconsistency in the decimal places used in tables.
	

Description about experts is added on Para. 1 – 3.
Explanation about data collection process is added at Para. 4 (Pg. 9 - 10)













Explanation about data collection process is added at Para. 3 (Pg. 10)





Correction made as suggested in tables 3-5 (Pg. 9-11)




	Conclusion

	At the end of the paper, it is good to provide a diagram showing the new
model/framework developed from the study

	Figure summarizing the framework developed from the study is added after Para. 4 (Pg. 12)

	Stated the limitation of the study if there is.eg. sample etc
	The limitation of study is added at Para. 4 before the recommendation for future study. (Pg. 12)

	References

	Add a few more recent references 2015-2018
	Recent references added where needed (Pg. 12-15)

	Inconsistency in the format of reference in text (for 3 authors).
	Formatting improved 



