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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.


	The article highlights the problem and examples of poor construction practices in Ghana. Then a literature review and analysis of root causes of quackery in the construction sector was made. Based on this, a survey was conducted that included different types of stakeholders in the implementation of construction projects in Ghana. The investigation identified the most important causes of quackery in the construction sector, the importance of existing regulations and strategies for dealing with quackery in Ghana, and the effectiveness of strategies used in other countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
(An alternative title could be: "Causes of Quackery in Ghana and Strategies for Improving Construction Practices")
	

	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 adequately describes the content of the article. The last two sentences of the abstract can be omitted. (These sentences belong more in the conclusion of the article.)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. 
The research presented in the article was conducted in the usual manner for this type of expert survey in construction practice. Appropriate methods of data collection, processing, analysis and presentation were applied. To improve the quality of the article, the presentation of the research could be enhanced. It would be advisable to:

- Specify the statistical reliability provided by the number of surveyed experts.

- Explain the RII index (values in tables 3, 4, and 5). It would be helpful to briefly clarify its meaning and how it is calculated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and recent. However, the article could include references for the methods used for data processing (calculation of statistical parameters). Also, references should be written according to which the strategies for combating quackery, i.e. key approaches, are listed (at the end of 2.3.4).

The list of references does not include all the references that are marked in the article, such as Ababio & Pappoe (2018), Agyeman (2020), Awudi (2015), Gyan (2016), Bramley & Riley (2017).

It is unclear which study is referred to by Bramley & Riley, (2017) (at the end of the Introduction).

Some references are not properly marked in the text (Public Procurement Authority of Ghana. (2020) in 2.17 and “[Ministry of Works and Housing](https://mwh.gov.gh)” in 2.2.1).
	

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


	The English language in this article is understandable to me. (I’m not an expert in English.)
I think that the title of Table 2 should be defined differently (eg Years of experience in construction).
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the article, technical writing errors should be corrected (such as numbering headings with “i,” the placement of periods, etc.).

In a chapter, there cannot be only one subheading (there must be at least two). Therefore, it is necessary to remove the subheading 2.2.1.

I suggest that the authors list the key factors of quackery in Ghana in a table (which should include brief descriptions or explanations), rather than as separate subheadings within section 2.1. Similarly, the table can also show successful strategies applied in other countries (described in section 2.3).

In Table 3, the item "Lack of accountability" (“Root causes”) should specify whose responsibility is lacking (e.g., the contractor's or other stakeholders’).

For Table 4, it should be stated that it pertains exclusively to regulations in Ghana.

In table 5, "Regular Inspections and Audits" (ranking 3rd) are not entered.

In the conclusion, the limitations of the conducted research should be pointed out (e.g. regarding the number of respondents).
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	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)
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