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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 is important because it provides empirical insights on how AI, blockchain, and data variability influence project selection decisions an area that remains underexplored. the study offers practical evidence on the value of integrating advanced analytics into project evaluation processes. its findings can guide future research and support the scientific community in developing more transparent, reliable, and data-driven decision-making frameworks.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	the title is generally suitable as it reflects the key themes of AI, blockchain, and project analysis. however, it may be made clearer and more focused. A possible alternative title is: “Integrating AI and Blockchain for Enhanced Project Evaluation: An Empirical Analysis of Data Variability and Decision Accuracy”
	

	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 generally comprehensive, but it remains overly detailed and could be more concise. i suggest removing the extensive descriptions of specific visualizations (e.g., scatter plots, box plots) and focusing instead on the key findings and their implications. it would also be helpful to clarify the distinction between the total dataset and the final sample analyzed, as well as highlight the study’s main contribution more explicitly. simplifying the narrative will improve clarity and make the abstract more aligned with standard journal requirements
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	the manuscript is generally scientifically sound, with a clear methodology and logical interpretation of results. but several sections require refinement, particularly in clarifying the data generation process, strengthening the justification for the analytical methods used, and ensuring consistency between the research objectives and the conclusions. addressing these points will enhance the overall scientific rigor of the work
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the references are adequate but could be strengthened with more recent and high-impact sources, especially from the last five years. several key areas such as ai-driven decision support, blockchain applications in project management, and data reliability in analytics would benefit from additional contemporary studies. including more recent empirical and review papers will improve the relevance and scholarly depth of the manuscript
	

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


	the overall english quality is understandable, but it requires improvement for scholarly communication. several sentences are overly long, repetitive, or lack clarity, and some technical terms are not consistently used. a thorough language editing preferably by a native or professional academic editor will enhance readability and precision
	

	Optional/General comments


	overall, the manuscript presents a relevant and timely topic with meaningful potential contributions. however, several sections would benefit from stronger clarity, tighter organization, and more precise alignment between objectives, methods, and conclusions. improving the narrative flow, refining the methodology explanation, and enhancing the discussion of the study’s contribution will significantly strengthen the manuscript
the manuscript addresses a relevant topic and shows potential contribution, but it requires substantial improvements in clarity, methodology explanation, structure, and language quality.
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