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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 article called cost estimation and analysis for better project budgeting is really important for people because it’s about something a lot of readers care about.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title cost estimation and analysis for better project budgeting does a great job of showing what the research is about and what it aims to do, without any confusion. It makes the article clear and on point.
	

	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 gives you a quick snapshot of what the article is about. It tells you the main points, why the article was written, and where its coming from, all in a few short sentences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Deliberately crafted and skilfully executed, the research methods described in the article showcase a meticulous understanding of the topic. The methodology offers a comprehensive explanation of the procedures and tools employed, ensuring the validity and reliability of the research. All in all, the research methods seem sound and appropriate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The article concludes with an extensive reference list that allows readers to validate information, thus bolstering credibility and supporting additional research.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The article uses English pretty well. It’s written in a way that is easy to understand and clear. I didn’t find any big grammar or sentence mistakes.
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	The articles conclusion showcases the author’s synthesis of the content effectively, with accuracy, strong support, and coherence.
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