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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.


	This manuscript offers an innovative perspective on urban congestion by integrating behavioural science, criminology, and urban mobility studies. Its importance lies in moving beyond traditional infrastructure-heavy approaches, instead proposing cost-effective and socially grounded strategies that can be adapted to cities facing similar challenges. By applying globally recognised behavioural frameworks to the specific case of Dehradun, the study not only contributes to local problem-solving but also expands the international discourse on sustainable urban transport. The work is valuable for both researchers and policymakers seeking replicable, people-centred models of mobility planning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Redirecting Flow: A Behaviourally-Informed Urban Mobility Blueprint for Dehradun’s Congestion Crisis,” is clear and engaging, but it may be slightly long and more policy-oriented in tone than typical scientific article titles. A shorter and more academically neutral version could make the paper more accessible to a wider readership. An alternative suggestion is:

“A Behavioural Framework for Sustainable Urban Mobility in Dehradun”

This version retains the focus on behaviourally informed urban mobility while offering a more concise scientific presentation.
	

	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.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive, but it would benefit from a clearer mention of expected outcomes (e.g., congestion reduction, modal shift), a slight shortening of overly detailed sentences, and a closing line on its broader scientific contribution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, as it is well-grounded in established behavioural science, criminology, and urban mobility frameworks, though some sections could be made clearer by simplifying overly complex sentences and ensuring results are more explicitly linked to the theoretical models.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are. 
	

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


	The language is overall suitable for scholarly communication, but certain parts are overly lengthy and complex, so simplifying sentence structures and tightening phrasing would improve clarity and readability for an academic audience.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents an innovative and timely approach by linking behavioural science with urban mobility challenges, and it stands out for its interdisciplinary depth. To further strengthen the paper, the authors could consider tightening the abstract, simplifying some overly complex sentences, and giving a clearer summary of expected impacts in the conclusion. Visual elements such as maps and intervention diagrams are valuable, but ensuring they are concise and directly tied to the argument will improve readability. Overall, the work makes a meaningful contribution and with minor refinements could reach an even wider scholarly and policy audience.
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