Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Engineering Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JERR_143548

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Unlocking the Potential of Collaborative Digital Tools (CDTs) in Construction: Key Factors Influencing the Usage and Impact Among Workers

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This paper fills an important research gap in the building industry by empirically investigating the usage of Collaborative Digital Tools (CDTs) in Ghana. Its thorough exploration, good response rate, and actionable results can provide important inputs both for industry backers and policymakers. Originality and statistical rigour of the study make significant contributions to digital transformation and efficiency in construction processes.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This title is relevant since the manuscript assessed the adoption and factors that influence collaborative digital Technologies adoption in the construction sector in Ghana.


	

	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 informative and well structured, accurately summarizing the aim, method, results, and applications of the study. It could, however, have been better to undergo a bit more indicating its most important statistical results. Adding policy or industry implications could make it more popular and appeal to a wider audience.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is technically correct, methodologically sound, and provides valuable findings on the adoption of digital tools in the construction industry of Ghana. The statistical analysis is adequate, interpretations are reasonable and the conclusions are sound. It adds to the literature of construction informatics and digital transformation in the field, which is consistent with the journal’s Aims and Scope.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	This manuscript has a good and wide range of references, particularly with most of the references being recent and pertinent to 2022–2025. Nevertheless, including up to date evidence from 2023-2025 related to CDT adoption in SSA, would further enhance the grounding herein and strengthen its alignment with the contemporary digitalization narrative within the region.


	

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


	The manuscript shows a generally good level of English overall suitable for academic discussion. Sentences are well-constructed, vocabulary is discipline-specific, grammar is mostly proper. Some small editorial work would be necessary to eliminate a few Typos and to put the paper in the corresponding style, but apart from that the language is publishable in a scientific journal.
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