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	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.


	Project Evaluation and Review Technique (PERT) is considered as a reliable tool for the estimation of project completion time. In spite of the wide acceptability of PERT and its flexibility in terms of the choice of activity duration distributions, experts are often restricted to the use of few known and somewhat unrealistic activity duration distributions owing to difficulty in parameter elicitation of most proposed PERT procedures. In this paper, the problem of parameter elicitation of Burr XII activity duration in PERT is addressed using the classical quantile estimation approach.
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	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive.
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	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Comment 1. The manuscript only relies on a simple data set in section 3 to demonstrate the implementation of the presented method and does not address whether the proposed model can scale to larger or more complex datasets without significant loss of accuracy or performance. Hence, it is recommended to consider large-size problem instances to represent the capability of the suggested method.

Comment 2. The contributions of this study have not been explained clearly. They are required to be presented more explicitly.

Comment 3. Previous researches are required to be thoroughly reviewed and the existing literature gaps should be addressed.

Comment 4. The authors should add a table to compare the previous related papers with this study.

Comment 5. The limitations of the method have not been addressed, which may give an impression that the method is universally applicable. My recommendation would be including a limitations section discussing potential weaknesses. Furthermore, future directions should be given at the end of the paper.

Comment 6. Clear explanation for how the proposed method can be applied in real-world settings has not been provided. My recommendation would be adding a section to demonstrate the managerial insights and the practical applications. 

Comment 7. The number of reviewed studies is quite limited. It is strongly recommended to review more investigations and add contemporary studies to provide a stronger foundation.

No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript
No, there are no competing interest issues in this manuscript.
No, plagiarism is not suspected.
	


	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)


	


Reviewer Details:

Seyed Ali Mirnezami, Islamic Azad University-South Tehran Branch, Iran

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

