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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.


	1. This article contributes valuable into the communication challenges faced by mechanical engineers and stakeholders in Ghanaian project meetings, highlighting areas for improvement that can enhance project outcomes globally. 

2. It offers evidence-based strategies, such as simplifying technical information and optimizing communication tools, which can be adapted across different contexts to improve stakeholder engagement. 3. The study advances theoretical frameworks related to project communication, fostering further research in engineering management and organizational behavior. 

4. Provides a practical reference for academics and practitioners aiming to strengthen communication processes in complex technical projects.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Bridging the Gap Between Mechanical Engineers and Stakeholders in Project Meetings in Ghana," is appropriate as it clearly reflects the study's focus. 

My alternative title 

"Enhancing Communication and Stakeholder Engagement in Mechanical Engineering Projects from 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 article's abstract is generally thorough and does a good job of summarising the goals, main conclusions, and suggestions of the study. It outlines the primary obstacles, emphasises the importance of communication in Ghana's mechanical engineering projects, and offers the five developed theories together with recommendations for enhancements. 

Suggested revised abstract snippet

"This study examines the effectiveness of communication and stakeholder engagement in project meetings within Ghana's mechanical engineering industry, based on a survey of 50 participants analyzed through descriptive statistics. It identifies key challenges such as technical complexity and communication inefficiencies, proposing strategies including simplification of technical information and communication tool evaluation. Five theoretical frameworks are developed to underpin these strategies, with implications for improving project outcomes and stakeholder collaboration. The findings aim to inform policy, industry practices, and future research in engineering project management."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are no evident scientific inaccuracies, and the study follows sound research principles, including clear problem definition, data analysis, and logical development of theories.
Based on the provided excerpts, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. It employs descriptive statistics to analyze perceptions of communication and stakeholder engagement, develops theoretical frameworks grounded in the data and existing literature, and clearly articulates its scope, methodology, and findings. The references to established theories, such as Bernard Bass’s transformational leadership, and the integration of prior research (e.g., Ballesteros-Sánchez et al., 2019; Cleveland & Cleveland, 2020), enhance its scholarly foundation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are 20 references out of 20, are fairly sufficient and they are all recent
	

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


	The manuscript's English and vocabulary are appropriate for academic discourse. However, I will advise him/her to use GRAMMLY before final submission.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has been edited and is now more substantial for the target audience.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues regarding this manuscript; it is free from significant ethical issues.
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