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Review Form 3

PART 1: Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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.

| find this manuscript to be a valuable contribution to the scientific community. It addresses a critical
challenge in the age assessment of unaccompanied minors by proposing a novel framework that
integrates Block-chain technology and Gantt charts. This innovative approach not only enhances
transparency, security, and efficiency in data handling but also ensures compliance with international
human rights standards. The framework's applicability to real- world scenarios, particularly in
safeguarding children's rights and improving cross- organizational project management, makes it a
significant advancement in both technological and humanitarian domains.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

The title "Unaccompanied Minor Refugees: Age Assessment Monitoring with Block-chain Functionality”
is suitable for the article, as it effectively captures the core subject matter. It highlights both the target
group (unaccompanied minor refugees) and the innovative approach (age assessment monitoring with
Block-chain functionality). This title is concise, informative, and reflects the technological and
humanitarian aspects of the research. However, if a more specific emphasis on the integration with
Gantt charts is desired, a slight modification could be: "Unaccompanied Minor Refugees: Block-
chain-Based Age Assessment Monitoring with Gantt Chart Integration.”

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 of the article is comprehensive as it outlines the key elements of the study, including the
problem statement, the proposed solution (Blockchain and Gantt chart integration), the methodology,
and the experimental results. It effectively highlights the novelty, versatility, and performance of the
proposed approach, as well as its compliance with international legislation.

Suggestions for improvement:

1. Clarify key terms: Briefly explain terms like "Gantt chart" or "DLT Blockchain" for a wider
audience who may not be familiar with them.

2. Highlight the humanitarian context: Emphasize the significance of safeguarding children’s
rights in age assessment processes to underline the ethical and social importance.

3. State the broader implications: Include a brief mention of how the findings could be
extended or adapted to other contexts, such as broader asylum procedures or general project
management.

Points to consider for addition:

e Specific results: Mention more specific performance metrics (e.g., exact improvement
percentages or time reductions) to provide a clearer picture of the outcomes.
e Future directions: A single sentence on how this research could be expanded in the future to
address other challenges in refugee management or child protection.
Points to consider for deletion: Any overly technical or redundant details, such as too much emphasis
on comparative experiments, might be streamlined to maintain brevity.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

the manuscript demonstrates scientific correctness by integrating advanced technologies with
human rights principles, supported by well-defined research questions and objectives. Minor
refinements in addressing ethical

concerns within the framework could further enhance its comprehensiveness and applicability.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references,
please mention them in the review form.

The majority of the references are from 2023-2024, which indicates that they are quite recent.
However, there are a few older articles from 2017-2019. If authors focus is on the latest trends and
developments, the 2023-2024

references are very appropriate. author may want to ensure that there are no newer publications on
key topics (such as blockchain, ESG, or digital entrepreneurship) that could further strengthen the
research.
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Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

yes

Optional/General comments

I would likely appreciate the article for its timely exploration of critical topics in digital entrepreneurship,
block-chain, and corporate governance. The article demonstrates a strong understanding of emerging
technologies and their impact on business practices, particularly in the realms of legal frameworks,
sustainability, and digital transformation. The references cited are current and relevant, supporting the
overall thesis effectively. However, the reviewer might suggest expanding the scope by integrating
insights from emerging trends like artificial intelligence, global digital policy developments, or deeper
investigations into the practical challenges of block-chain adoption. Overall, the article is well-
researched, addressing important and forward- looking themes, but could benefit from a broader
inclusion of cross-disciplinary perspectives to strengthen the argument further.

1. The literature review is comprehensive but could be more cohesive, particularly in drawing
connections between prior studies and the current research. Additionally, while the use of block-chain
technology is discussed in the context of corporate governance and sustainability, the practical
implications of block-chain adoption in real-world business environments could be emphasized more,
offering actionable insights for stakeholders in the industry.

2. How can the findings be used by industry professionals, policymakers, or entrepreneurs? Providing
more concrete examples or case studies where block-chain adoption has led to improved governance
or performance could strengthen the manuscript's relevance.

3. The authors should address any potential limitations in their study, such as sample size, regional
scope, or data availability. A discussion on how these limitations might affect the generalizability of the
findings would improve the manuscript’s credibility.

4. While the manuscript mentions block-chain's role in sustainability and corporate governance, it
could benefit from a more explicit discussion on the ethical and social implications of blockchain

technology, especially in relation to privacy, security, and the potential for digital exclusion.

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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