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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author's comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVIEW comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle 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. Arethe 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)

Importanceofthemanuscriptforthescientificcommunity:

Themanuscriptaddresses a topicofcurrentrelevance, highlightingthepotentialof artificial intelligence
(Al) in thetransformationoftheconstructionindustry. Giventheincrease in digitalization and
theneedforefficiency in projectmanagement, thisstudyisrelevanttothescientificcommunityinterested
in theintegrationofadvancedtechnologiesintotraditionalpractices. However, itwould be beneficial
todelveintospecific case studiesthatdemonstratethepracticalapplication and
resultsobtainedfromimplementing Al in real constructionprojects.

Appropriatenessofthearticletitle:

Thecurrenttitleissomewhatgeneric and maynot capture thespecificityofthestudy'sfocus. An
alternative titlecould be “The Transformative Role of Artificial Intelligence in Future Construction
Project Management” to more directlyreflectthefocuson  “projectmanagement” and
thefuturisticaspectofthestudy.

Completenessofthearticlesummary:

Theabstractprovides a goodoverviewoftheapproach and objectivesofthestudy. However,
itlacksdetailsonkeyresults and conclusions. Itwould be helpfultoinclude a
briefsummaryofthemainfindings and practicalimplicationstoprovidereaderswith a
clearerunderstandingofthevalue and applicationofthestudy.

Appropriationofthesubsections and structureofthemanuscript:
Theoverallstructureofthemanuscriptislogical,
withclearlydefinedsectionsaddressingdifferentaspectsofthetopic. However,
somesectionscouldbenefitfromfurtherelaborationonspecifictopics, such as theimpactof Al
onthesustainabilityofconstructionprojects and concrete examplesofchallenges and solutions.

Scientificcorrectionofthemanuscript:

Themanuscriptappearsscientificallycorrect in itsdescriptionof Al technology and itsapplicability in
construction. However, additionalreviewoftechnicalclaimsby Al expertsspecifically in
theconstructioncontextwould be prudenttoensurethatall data and technicalclaims are accurate and
up-to-date.

Sufficiency and timelinessofreferences:

Thereferences are adequate in number and relevance; However,
theywouldbenefitfromtheinclusionof  more  recentliterature,  especiallystudiespublished in
thelasttwoyears, toensurethatthecontextofthe debate isthemostcurrent. Itwouldalso be beneficial
toincludeadditionalreferencesthatdirectly compare traditional and Al-basedtechnologies in
termsofconstructionprojectoutcomes.

AdditionalSuggestions/Comments:

e |twould be valuabletoinclude a case studysectiontoillustratehow Al
solutionshavebeenimplemented in the real worldwithintheconstructionindustry and
whatspecificresultstheyhaveachieved.

e Additionally, considerincluding a  quantitativeevaluationframeworkthat can  be
usedbyotherresearchers and practitionerstomeasuretheimpactof Al
ontheirownconstructionprojects.

e Finally, a more detaileddiscussionontheethical and safety implicationsofimplementing Al in
constructionenvironmentsisrecommended, a crucial
aspectthatrequiresattentiongiventhehigh-riskworkenvironment.
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Minor REVISION comments

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

general use of English: Thedocumentdemonstratescompetent use of English
withvocabularyappropriateforanacademiccontext. However, there are areaswherethewordingcould
be made more precise and formal.

SentenceStructure: At severalpoints, thesentencestructureisawkwardoroverlycomplex, which can
makeitdifficulttounderstand. Itisadvisabletosimplifysentencestructurestomaintainclarity. Forexample:

e Long sentenceswithmultipleclausescould be splittoimprovereadability and comprehension.
e Excessive use oftechnicaljargonwithoutadequateexplanationcouldalienate non-
specialistreaders.

Terminologicalconsistency and precision: There are inconsistencies in the use ofterminology,
whichcould confuse thereader. Itisessentialtomaintainconsistent use
oftechnicaltermsthroughoutthedocument.

Grammar and spellingerrors: Evenifthey are minimal, grammatical and punctuationerrorsshould
be correctedtomaintaintheprofessionalismofthedocument. Forexample, there are errors in verb
tense and the use ofprepositions.

Clarity and conciseness: Somesectionsofthedocumentcouldbenefitfromgreaterclarity and
conciseness. Redundancies and unnecessaryverbiagethat do notcontributetothe central
argumentshould be avoided.

Citations and References: Itisessentialtoensurethatallcitations and references are
correctlyformatted in accordancewithacademicstandards. Somereferencesseeminconsistentor
incomplete.

Optional/Generalcomments

As a reviewer, after a thoroughevaluationofthemanuscript, | would grade thepaper a 7. This grade
impliesthatthemanuscriptneedsfurtherrevisionbeforeit can be consideredforpublication. Below, |
detailthemainaspectsthatjustifythis rating and theareasthatrequiresignificantimprovements:

Clarity and structure: Thedocumentpresents a coherentoverallstructure, butsomesegments are
dense and couldbenefitfromgreaterclarity in thepresentationof ideas. Itwould be advisableto divide
somelongersectionsinto more digestible and clearsubsectionstoimprovereadingcomprehension.

Depth and originalityofanalysis: Althoughthedocumentcoversseveralaspectsof Al in construction,
thelevelofanalysiscould be deepened. In severalsections, thetextislimitedtodescribingapplicationsof
Al withoutofferingsufficientcriticalanalysisofhowtheseapplications compare
tooroutperformtraditionalmethodsspecifictotheconstructionindustry.

Empiricalsupport and references: Themanuscriptmakesmultipleclaimsaboutthecapabilities and
impactof Al in construction, but at times
lacksrobustempiricalsupportorcitationstorecentstudiesthatcouldstrengthentheargumentspresented.
Expandingtheliteraturereviewwith more recent case studiesor data couldconsiderablyenrichthework.

Relevance and technologicalupdate: Whileemergingtechnologies are mentioned,
themanuscriptcouldbenefitfromanupdateonthelatestadvances in Al and itspracticalapplication in
constructionprojects. Includingdiscussionsoncontemporarychallenges, such as integrating Al
systems in low-techenvironments, would be valuable.

Practicalimplications and recommendations: Thesectionsaddressingthepracticalimplicationsof
Al in constructionprojectmanagement are somewhat general. ltwould be usefultospecify more
clearlyhowtoimplementthesetechnologiesinto standard industrypractices and
howtoaddressthechallengesoftheirintegration.

Themanuscriptprovides a valuablecontributiontothefieldofconstructionprojectmanagement,
particularly in itsexplorationofapplicationsof artificial intelligence. Thetopicistimely and
relevantgiventheincreasingintegrationof Al technologies in various industries.
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PART 2:

Reviewer's comment

IAuthor’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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Julissa Elizabeth Reyna Gonzalez

Department, University & Country

School of Systems Engineering, Hermilio Valdizan National University, Peru
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