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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 manuscript delivers a notable advancement to scientific knowledge through its research on the application of Agile and Hybrid project management techniques for sustainability work in the challenging compliance-centered oil and gas sector. In addition, the research fills an essential gap through evidence synthesis which creates an approach that unites organizational flexibility with innovative methods alongside structured project practices. More importantly, the study allows researchers and industry practitioners to utilize the findings through SDGs alignment because these methodologies link together. The last but not the least, these insights provide guidance for upcoming interdisciplinary projects and they help sustainments of better adaptive project management standards in risky fields.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and concise but if it was mentioned that it is a systemic review would be better and more clear for readers.
	

	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 dense and includes details that belong in the body (e.g., methodology specifics and framework design). It would be better if you focus on summarizing the aim, method, key findings, and significance in 150–250 words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I found the manuscript scientifically but if you refine the tables would be better and more readable. For example; the tables I and II are informative but would benefit from better formatting and alignment. In Table I, consider using shorter descriptions and bullet points to improve readability.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I believe that the references are somehow sufficient because they are topical and from recent sources, from diverse geographical regions and contexts, and more importantly, they cover comprehensive schematic range. In case, the author could add broader SDG integration literature the work would be more valuable scientifically.
	

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


	I believe that the language is completely clear and suitable for addressed people.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In my opinion the presented research questions are too broad. Therefore, it would be better to rephrase the questions to become more specific while also making them measurable such as: Agile and Hybrid project management approaches influence the duration of sustainability-oriented petroleum projects and stakeholder involvement levels respectively.
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