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1. A novel methodology is developed to determine the minimum fleet size under future demand uncertainty for large-scale bike sharing systems.
2. The proposed algorithm can reduce the total fleet size by 44.6% if multiple companies are integrated into a unified platform.
3. A contact delay policy is proposed and tested for the COVID-19 pandemic response, which increases bike amount requirements.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article “Minimizing Fleet Size and Improving Vehicle Allocation of Shared Mobility Under Future Uncertainty: A Case Study of Bike Sharing” provides an overview of a novel methodology developed to determine the minimum fleet size under future demand uncertainty for large-scale bike sharing systems. The authors present their findings from a case study in Nanjing, China, which show that supplying 14.5% of the original fleet could be sufficient to meet 96.8% of trip demands, and that integrating multiple companies into a unified platform can reduce the total fleet size by 44.6%. Additionally, they propose a contact delay policy to provide a safe and reliable mobility service during the COVID-19 pandemic.
The article is generally well written and provides an in-depth analysis of the problem at hand as well as potential solutions. The authors provide evidence from their case study in Nanjing to support their claims, which adds credibility to their findings and conclusions. Furthermore, they discuss potential risks associated with their proposed contact delay policy, such as increased bike amount requirements due to longer usage intervals between trips, which demonstrates that they have considered all possible outcomes before making any recommendations or conclusions about their proposed solution.
However, there are some areas where the article could be improved upon. For example, while the authors discuss potential solutions for minimizing fleet size and improving vehicle allocation in shared mobility operations, they do not explore any counterarguments or alternative solutions that may exist for this problem. Additionally, while they provide evidence from their case study in Nanjing to support their claims about reducing fleet size by integrating multiple companies into a unified platform, it would be beneficial if they provided evidence from other cities or countries as well in order to further strengthen their argument and make it more applicable on a global scale. 
In conclusion, this article provides an overview of a novel methodology developed to determine the minimum fleet size under future demand uncertainty for large-scale bike sharing systems and presents evidence from a case study in Nanjing to support its claims about reducing fleet size by integrating multiple
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Alternative solutions for minimizing fleet size
· Vehicle allocation strategies for shared mobility
· Global evidence for reducing fleet size
· Impact of contact delay policy on bike sharing
· Optimizing bike sharing operations
· Strategies for improving bike sharing efficiency
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