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PART 1:ReviewComments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreedwith reviewer,correct 
themanuscriptandhighlightthatpart inthe manuscript. 
Itismandatory thatauthors shouldwrite 
his/herfeedback here) 

CompulsoryREVISION comments 

 
1. Is themanuscriptimportantforscientific community? 

(Pleasewrite fewsentenceson this manuscript) 

 
2.  Is the titleofthe article suitable? 

(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

 
3. Is theabstractofthe articlecomprehensive? 

 
4. Aresubsectionsandstructureof themanuscript 

appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think themanuscriptisscientificallycorrect? 

 
6. Arethereferences sufficientand recent? Ifyou have suggestion 

ofadditionalreferences,pleasemention in the reviewform. 

 
(Apartfromabovementioned6points,reviewersarefreetoprovideadd
itional suggestions/comments) 

 
1.   Themanuscripttitled"LinkingUrbanPlanning,QualityofLifeandSaudiVision 

2030: TheStructural ModelAssessment"addressesa crucialintersectionbetween 

urbandevelopment,qualityoflife,and theambitiousgoalsoutlinedinSaudiVision 

2030.Byfocusingonthe cityofRiyadh,the researchfillsa significant gapin 

understandinghowthebuiltenvironmentimpactsurbanresidents' qualityof life 

withinthecontextofarapidlyevolvingurbanlandscape.Thisempiricalstudynot 

only  shedslight on  the currentstateof  urban developmentbut also  provides 
actionableinsightsforpolicymakersandurbanplannerstoenhance the well-being 
ofresidentswhilealigningwiththeoverarchinggoalsofVision2030.Therefore, the manuscript 
holdsimportance forthe scientific communitybyofferingvaluable contributionstothe 
fieldofurbanplanning,sustainable development,andpolicy implementationin theSaudiArabian 
context. 

2.   MysuggestionforthistitleUrban Developmentin Riyadh:Aligningwith Saudi 

Vision2030 forEnhancedQuality of Life. 

3.   Theabstractofthearticleprovidesacomprehensiveoverviewoftheresearch conducted, 

including thebackground, objectives, methodology, and key findings. It 

effectivelyoutlinesthesignificanceofthestudyinthecontextofSaudiVision2030 

andtheneedtounderstandthe role ofthe built environment inenhancingurban 
qualityoflife.Additionally,ithighlightsthe researchdesign,datacollection process, and the 
implicationsof thefindingsfor urban planning and policy-making. Overall,the abstract 
providesa clearandconcise summaryofthe research,making it comprehensive 
forreadersseekinganunderstandingofthe study'sscope and contributions. 

4.   No, many aspectsneed improvement, particularly insupportingthearguments. The 

discussion section is weakand lacksrelevance totheresearch objectives. 

5.   Yes 

6.   No.Theauthorsneedtoprovidethemostrecentreferences,ideallywithinthepast 

5 years. 

 

MinorREVISION comments 

 
1. Islanguage/English qualityofthe article suitablefor 

scholarlycommunications? 

 
TheEnglishlanguageinthearticleneeds improvement,andit maybebeneficial toconsiderhiring a 
certifiedexperttoreviewandenhancethelanguagequality. 
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Optional/Generalcomments Commenttotheauthor: 
 

1.  It's importanttomaintainconsistentcapitalizationforpropernouns throughoutyourarticle. 
Thiswillimprovereadability andensuregrammatical correctness. 

2.  Considerincorporatingrecentresearchfindingsandrelevant articlesintoyourdiscussion. 
Thiswillenhance the credibility anddepthofyour content,makingitmorerelevantto 
currentdiscourse. 

3.  Pleasemakesuretoinclude thelatest references in yourdiscussion.Thiswillprovideup- to-
date supportfor yourpoints andenhancetheoverallquality ofyourarticle. 

4.  The contentofyourdiscussion shouldbetteralignwiththeestablishedobjectives. 
Strengtheningthisalignmentwill improvethe clarityandeffectivenessofyourarticle. 
 

 

 
 
 

PART  2: 
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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