Thank you for the opportunity to review this manuscript. This study sought to examine the relationship between values and eudaimonic wellbeing through secondary data analysis of a European sample. Researchers examined patterns of responses to select items based on values identified through different models. I will also note that this paper read like it was directly translated from Spanish to English which made it a bit difficult to follow in terms of phrasing and grammar. With that, below are some points for consideration with regard to this study and its conclusions.

Abstract
· Please spell out ‘well being’ before using ‘WB’ in abstract
· The abstract also reads unclear in terms of the overall aims of the study

Introduction
· In the introduction, I am not clear around what ‘fulfillment’ means in relation to wellbeing for the purposes of this study. 
· Please define ‘eudaimonic wellbeing’ in case readership is unfamiliar with the term. It would also be helpful to provide a distinction between this type of wellbeing versus other types (e.g., subjective wellbeing). 
· Based on the conclusion of the first section of the introduction, I am not sure what the actual aims of the paper are. It doesn’t feel like the researchers had a cohesive plan, rather more of an iterative approach to the study. If the latter, please make your process more explicit. 
· The discussion of theory connecting values, wellbeing, and materialism needs further elaboration
· When discussing the Schwartz scale and associated values, it might be more streamlined to present them all in a table and only highlight certain ones in the text. As is, it reads too text heavy. 
· The authors present Figure II in the introduction, but there is no mention of Figure I. 
· Please adjust the formatting when discussing the different factors of the Ryff model as it currently does not flow well with the rest of the paper 

Method
· The description of the selected items is difficult to follow. I would say this needs to be streamlined and made clearer for the reader. 
· Was there any validity of reliability information obtained for the items? 
· I was also curious around what guided the decision-making process in determining the number of items and which ones were most representative of the desired variables. 
· The authors mention the term profiles, which leads me to believe the potential goal was Latent Profile Analysis; however, there is no mention of this kind of analysis and instead the authors note conducting an Exploratory Factor Analysis, which leads to some confusion around study goals. 
· The authors note they include additional variables to examine their relationship with the obtained profiles. Are there any citations that support the decision in which variables were selected and why?

Results
· The initial explanation of the obtained results reads confusing and needs citations for justification.
· Similarly, the language suggests a Latent Profile Analysis but the focus is on an Exploratory Factor Analysis. 
· I’m curious if the authors also considered conducting a discriminant analysis to help in terms of classifying different groups based on identified variables. 
· The figures that were included in the study were also difficult to follow and made it unclear what the aims of the study were. 

Discussion
· The conclusion section needs further elaboration and is missing some critical components around the goals of the study. For example, it remains unclear why the researchers did this study and the intention of this work. 
· There is no mention on the importance of the obtained profiles and what this research is contributing to the current literature. 
· I was wondering if the information from the results will be or could be applied in some form? A discussion around who could use this information would benefit the conclusion
· There is currently no mention of the limitations of this study. 
· Please elaborate further on the specifics of future research directions, as it currently reads vague

