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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. A Pressure-State-Response (PSR) model was established to assess the status of urban mobility, incorporating 25 indicators.
2. The importance of indicators was determined with the interval-valued intuitionistic fuzzy analytic hierarchy process (IVIF-AHP) method, and the fuzzy comprehensive evaluation (FCE) method was applied to assess the overall status of urban mobility.
3. The proposed assessment model can help to improve urban transportation monitoring and provide a scientific foundation for future urban transportation policymaking, planning, and traffic management.
[bookmark: _Toc3]Article rating:
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 is generally reliable and trustworthy in its reporting on the assessment of urban mobility via a Pressure-State-Response (PSR) Model with the IVIF-AHP and FCE Methods. The authors have provided sufficient evidence for their claims by citing relevant research studies and providing detailed descriptions of their methods. Furthermore, they have used Beijing as a case study to demonstrate the validity of their proposed model, which adds credibility to their findings. 
However, there are some potential biases that should be noted in this article. Firstly, it is possible that the authors may be biased towards their own methods due to their involvement in developing them. Secondly, there is a lack of exploration into counterarguments or alternative approaches that could be used for assessing urban mobility systems. Additionally, there is no discussion on possible risks associated with using this model or how it could be improved upon in future research studies. 
In conclusion, while this article provides an informative overview on assessing urban mobility via a PSR Model with IVIF-AHP and FCE Methods, further exploration into counterarguments and potential risks should be conducted in order to ensure its trustworthiness and reliability.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Alternative approaches to assessing urban mobility
· Potential risks associated with PSR Model
· Bias in research studies
· Improving urban mobility systems
· Counterarguments to PSR Model
· Assessing urban mobility with AHP and FCE Methods
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