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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 book chapter is important for the scientific community as it provides an integrated system dynamics model for assessing sustainability in the Andean highlands. It integrates environmental, economic, social, and institutional factors into a single framework, providing a holistic approach to regional planning. The chapter also provides robust validation, contextual analysis, and policy insights, making it useful for researchers and policymakers. Its findings highlight that sustainable development can achieve environmental protection, economic growth, and social equity simultaneously.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly reflects the main focus of the chapter in an integrated system dynamics model for sustainability assessment in Andean mountain regions, with specific evidence from Quindío, Colombia. It is precise, informative, and academically appropriate.
	

	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 well-structured. It clearly states the problem, methodology, scenarios, and key quantitative results. The inclusion of validation metrics and cost-benefit findings strengthens its scientific credibility.

No major deletions are necessary, but moderate rigor would further enhance it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically and methodologically robust. The modeling framework is clearly constructed, systematically validated, and supported by sensitivity and uncertainty analyses. Assumptions and parameters are transparent, and limitations are acknowledged. Overall, this study meets acceptable scientific standards for scholarly work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The current references list is generally sufficient and includes several relevant foundational and recent works related to system dynamics, sustainability assessment, and socio-ecological modeling.
	

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

	
Yes, the language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, logically structured, and uses appropriate academic terminology. Overall, the English quality meets academic standards, with only minor corrections needed.


	

	Optional/General comments

	This chapter presents a well-structured and methodologically rigorous contribution to sustainability research in mountainous regions.
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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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