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	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.


	This manuscript holds significant value for the scientific community as it addresses a critical intersection between artificial intelligence and project management—an area of growing interest and practical importance. By offering a structured analysis of AI’s role in enhancing forecasting accuracy and resource allocation, the study contributes to the ongoing discourse on digital transformation in management practices. The identification of implementation challenges and provision of actionable recommendations further supports researchers and practitioners in developing more robust, adaptable project management frameworks. Moreover, the findings encourage continued exploration of AI-driven solutions tailored to diverse industry needs, fostering innovation and operational efficiency.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Based on the content you've provided, a suitable and compelling title could be: "Enhancing Project Management through Artificial Intelligence: Challenges, Forecasting Models, and Strategic Integration"
	

	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 you've provided is quite comprehensive and covers the essential components: aims, study design, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, a few improvements could enhance its clarity, focus, and scientific tone:

Suggestions for Improvement:

Clarify the Scope in the Aim: The aim currently includes three objectives. Consider breaking them up slightly or making the primary focus more prominent.

Suggested tweak: “This study aims to evaluate the impact of artificial intelligence on project management processes, with a focus on resource forecasting. It further identifies key challenges in implementation and provides strategic recommendations for effective AI integration.”

The methodology is strong, but phrases like “applied modelling” could be more specific.

Consider briefly naming the type of modelling or forecasting technique used (if applicable) for added clarity.

Results Could Be More Quantified or Specific:

If data or figures are available (e.g., percentage improvements in forecasting), adding even one quantified result would make this more impactful.

Otherwise, it reads more like general observations.

Polish Language and Flow: Some sentences are a bit long or redundant. For instance, “The study proposes a step-by-step approach to AI integration, including pilot project deployment, reliable data preparation, and staff training,” could be condensed or tied more clearly to the challenges mentioned.

Conclusion Can Be Sharpened: The phrase “further research on forecasting algorithms, industry-specific models, and AI-related standards” is excellent—consider giving more weight to that as a future direction for the field.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct based on the provided abstract. It demonstrates a sound methodological approach, presents logical findings, and contributes relevant insights to the field of AI in project management.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	The language quality is largely suitable for scholarly communications, but a few adjustments in sentence structure, word choice, and conciseness would elevate the overall readability and polish. The tone is formal and appropriate for an academic audience, but refining the flow and ensuring precision will further enhance its suitability for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

	


Reviewer Details:

K.Maran, Sri Sairam Engineering College, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

