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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 author has done a good job in studying construction project management for delay reduction. However, the paper structure is not appropriate.

Chapter 3 starts directly with results and discussion, which is not logical. This chapter is also lengthy and should be divided into two separate chapters — one focusing on methodology and data analysis and the other on results and discussion.

Chapter 4 could be presented as a case study section instead.

In Section 3.8.1 (Case Study 1), titled Application of DMAIC and Root Cause Analysis for Cost Overruns, there is no explanation or description of the data collection methods, respondents, or sources of data. These details must be included for clarity and reliability.

In Section 3.8.2 (Case Study 2), titled Use of Value Stream Mapping and Last Planner System to Reduce Delays, the same issue exists. The data collection process and respondent details are missing. Additionally, there should be a pictorial representation of the Value Stream Map (VSM) for better understanding.

Section 3.9 is unclear — it is not evident whether it represents another case study or a continuation of previous analysis. The author must clearly define it.

The Conclusion section needs to be more comprehensive and actionable, providing ready-to-use insights for practitioners. It should also connect with past studies to strengthen the research context, which is currently missing.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is appropriate, no need to change
	

	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.


	In the Abstract, the last line should highlight the implications of the present study rather than ending abruptly. Additionally, the author should justify the inclusion of digital technologies such as IoT, AI, and BIM — it is unclear whether mentioning these technologies is necessary or relevant within the scope of the Abstract. The author should clarify their role or consider removing them if not directly linked to the study objectives.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, It must incorporate above stated modifications
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In the Conclusion section, the results should be clearly linked and compared with the findings of the referenced studies. This connection will help demonstrate how the present study aligns with or differs from past research and strengthen the overall validity of the conclusions.
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	Yes, Language  quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications
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