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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 (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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant and clear, but it could be more precise. A possible alternative:
"A Structured Framework for Integrating Digital Tools in U.S. Retail and Manufacturing Project Management."
This refined title emphasizes the structured approach mentioned in the paper.
	

	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 effectively outlines the paper's key components: assessment, tool selection, change management, and continuous improvement. However, it lacks specific examples of digital tools discussed in the manuscript (e.g., Trello, Power BI, Slack). Adding a brief mention of key tools would provide better clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The research is well-structured and scientifically sound.

· The methodology, framework components, and implementation steps are clearly outlined.

· However, gaps exist in practical case studies. A section demonstrating real-world applications or industry case studies would enhance the paper's robustness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The paper cites recent sources from 2023-2024, which is commendable. Some references, such as Adejugbe & Adejugbe (2018), may be outdated and should be replaced with more current literature.
	

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


	The manuscript maintains an academic tone, but some sentences are too complex and could be simplified for better readability.

Example:
"Organizations begin by evaluating current project management processes to identify gaps and digital enhancement opportunities."
→ "Organizations should first assess their project management processes to identify gaps and opportunities for digital improvements."
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript titled "Framework for Digital Tools Integration in U.S. Retail and Manufacturing Project Management" presents a well-structured 

approach to digital tool integration in project management. The study is relevant to the evolving landscape of digital transformation in retail and manufacturing sectors. 

However, the following areas require improvement before publication:

1. Title Precision – The title is clear but could be more specific. Consider refining it to emphasize the structured nature of the framework.

2. Abstract Enhancement – The abstract provides a good summary but lacks specific examples of digital tools. Briefly mentioning key 

tools (e.g., Trello, Power BI, Slack) would improve clarity.

3. Case Studies & Practical Applications – The framework is well-explained, but the manuscript would benefit from real-world 

industry applications or case studies demonstrating its effectiveness.

4. Comparison with Existing Models – The study does not compare its framework with existing project management methodologies (e.g., Agile, Six Sigma). 

A brief discussion on this would strengthen the argument for its adoption.

5. Reference Quality – While the references are recent, some older citations (e.g., Adejugbe & Adejugbe, 2018) could be replaced with more updated sources. 

Additionally, including more studies on digital transformation challenges in manufacturing would provide better context.

Language & Readability – The manuscript is well-written but contains complex sentences that could be simplified for better readability. Minor grammatical refinements are recommended 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


	Reviewer Details:



	Name:
	James Tetteh Ademtsu

	Department, University & Country
	Takoradi Technical University, Ghana


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

