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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.


	This manuscript examines a topic that is both relevant and significant, particularly as more manufacturers seek to improve their operations through the use of data-driven strategies. The paper provides useful insights for academics and industry professionals by reviewing recent literature and emphasizing both practical challenges and success factors. It also establishes a strong foundation for upcoming studies on digital transformation projects and smart manufacturing.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 effectively summarizes the paper's topic, objectives, and main conclusions. It would be more understandable, though, if it stated clearly that the study is a scoping review and specified the number of articles that were examined. The abstract would also be strengthened by a concluding sentence emphasizing the paper's contribution to both academic research and real-world application.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and built on sound, current literature, but it needs improvement on transparency in methodology, a more structured or visualized proposed framework, and greater emphasis on its theoretical contributions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient, and relevant.
	

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


	Overall, the manuscript is well-written and effectively conveys its key points. The academic tone is suitable, and the right terminology is used to convey the main ideas.
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