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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

yes 
 
"Risk Identification and Management in EPC Projects: A Comprehensive Review and 
Recommendations" 
The abstract summarizes a research paper on EPC project risk management, which aims to 
identify and classify risk factors, analyze and evaluate methods, and provide 
recommendations based on existing research results. 
Yes 
 

 The introduction could be expanded to provide more context about the competition and the 
importance of EPC projects in the country. 

 The subsections could be numbered for easier navigation. 
 The language and grammar could be improved in some areas to enhance clarity and 

coherence. 
 The conclusion could be more concise and impactful, highlighting the key takeaways and 

recommendations for future research. 
Overall, the manuscript provides a valuable 
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