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	Author’s Feedback (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.

	The subject discussed in the article is current and addresses the critical concern about the ability of the oil and gas industry to evolve and adapt for the future. The discussion on project delivery methodologies (Agile vs Traditional) is increasingly urgent in view of increased uncertainty about outcomes and specific solutions for the future of energy. The article presents a balanced, informative study on determining which project delivery approach works best, especially for the oil and gas industry.
	

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

	The article title is suitable.
	

	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 is comprehensive and addresses the key point of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, yes it is.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are good quality and quantity, reflecting recent research into the subject matter.
	

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

	The writing style is of good quality and clear enough for scholarly discourse.
	

	Optional/General comments

	I find the Table II is informative but not directly referenced as to the source of the data. Suggest the source of the analysis be included in the article.
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