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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 work is significant because it guides researchers, BI developers, and organizations in choosing the most efficient and scalable approach, thereby advancing both academic knowledge and real-world applications of business intelligence.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant but slightly long.

Suggested Alternative: Comparative Performance Analysis of Time Intelligence Models in Power BI.
	

	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 clearly outlines the objective, methodology, and findings. However, two improvements are suggested:

Include mention of the statistical validation (ANOVA and Tukey’s test) to emphasize methodological rigor. Add a sentence on the practical implications, highlighting how different models suit different organizational contexts.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is clearly defined, datasets are appropriate, and statistical tests are applied correctly. Results are consistent and conclusions align with evidence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and mostly recent (2020–2025). But, the literature could be strengthened by adding more peer-reviewed journal articles beyond community/industry sources, especially on BI performance benchmarking.
	

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


	Minor grammatical refinements and simplification of long sentences would further improve readability and flow.
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	Minor Revision can be done 
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