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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses an important issue in project management research by examining how continuous improvement practices influence project delivery performance in energy projects. The integration of Resource-Based View and Organizational Learning Theory provides a useful theoretical lens for understanding organizational capability development in complex project environments. The mixed-method approach combining survey data and practitioner interviews adds empirical value to the analysis. Overall, the study contributes to ongoing discussions on improving execution performance in large and high-risk project systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the research focus and sectoral context. It accurately communicates the relationship between continuous improvement practices and project delivery performance. However, it could be slightly more concise.
Possible alternative: Continuous Improvement Practices and Project Delivery Performance in Energy Projects.
	

	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 summarizes the research purpose, theoretical framework, methodology, and main findings. It provides a clear overview of the study. However, it could be improved by slightly reducing background explanation and emphasizing the main empirical contribution and results more directly. A brief statement on practical implications may also strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a clear research question and follows a logical structure including theory, methodology, analysis, and discussion. The use of structural equation modelling and mediation analysis is appropriate for examining the proposed relationships. However, several sections could benefit from clearer explanation of measurement constructs and model specification. Some methodological descriptions may also require minor clarification to improve transparency and reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes several well-known references from project management, organizational learning, and continuous improvement literature. These sources provide an appropriate theoretical foundation. However, the reference list could benefit from including more recent empirical studies on project performance and continuous improvement in project-based organizations, particularly studies published within the last five years.
	

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


	The manuscript communicates the core ideas clearly and maintains an academic tone. However, the language would benefit from careful editing to improve grammar, sentence structure, and clarity in several sections. Minor revisions would enhance readability and overall presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses an important topic for project-based industries and offers useful empirical insights. The mixed-method design and sectoral focus are strengths of the manuscript. However, the paper could be improved by refining the language, clarifying some methodological details, and strengthening the discussion of theoretical implications. With these revisions, the manuscript may provide a more robust contribution to research on project delivery performance and organizational improvement practices.
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