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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 is important for the scientific community because it introduces a new framework that explains development through the behavioral quality of people rather than institutions alone. It offers a deeper understanding of how ethical maturity, civic values, and cognitive readiness shape societal progress. The framework also provides useful insights for fields such as urban planning and architecture, where community behavior strongly influences policy success. Overall, it adds a valuable perspective that supports more sustainable and people-centered development approaches.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title can be improved to reflect the depth and structure of the proposed framework
Suggested alternative titles
1. The Quality of People as a Behavioral Framework for Societal Transformation

2. People as the Foundation of Development and Societal Transformation

3. Behavioral Foundations of Societal Transformation and National Development

4. Understanding Societal Transformation Through the Quality of People

5. A Behavioral Approach to Explaining Societal Transformation and Development


	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly explains the purpose of the study and the main components of the proposed framework. However, it is long and dense, and could benefit from being more concise.

Suggestions for improvement

· Shorten the abstract by removing some detailed explanations and examples.

· Add a brief phrase clarifying the approach or methodology used in the study.

· Strengthen the final sentence to clearly state the main contribution of the article.

· Ensure smoother flow by presenting the problem, the gap, the framework in a simpler sequence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. Its arguments are well supported by existing literature, and the proposed framework is logically structured and coherent. Overall, it presents no major scientific issues.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The paper's references are sufficient and comprehensive, supporting the QPST framework with classics (e.g., Acemoglu & Robinson 2012, 2025; Sen 1999) and recent works up to 2024–2025 on behavioral and institutional drivers. They cover ethical, cognitive, civic, and transformational dimensions effectively, though pre-2020 sources dominate slightly.
	

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


	The article's English is generally suitable for scholarly communication, demonstrating advanced academic vocabulary, coherent argumentation, and precise theoretical framing consistent with development economics journals. Complex concepts like the QPST framework's behavioral dimensions and five-stage model are articulated clearly, with effective use of transitions and interdisciplinary synthesis
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strongly recommend minor revisions for publication—polish language and add empirics to elevate impact.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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