Dear Dr.Mwafak
· Your study is strong in purpose and structure, but it currently suffers from construct misalignment across objectives, hypotheses, and the conceptual framework. Addressing the issues below will greatly enhance the clarity, coherence, and scholarly rigor of the work:
· Ensure that the same efficiency attributes appear in all sections.
· Add a risk mitigation hypothesis to complete Objective 3.
· Adjust the conceptual framework so it does not contradict the hypothesized variables.
· Acknowledge that Objectives 4 and 5 are exploratory and therefore do not require hypotheses.
· Once these elements are aligned, your study will present a clear, cohesive, and methodologically sound narrative that will be much more compelling to reviewers, examiners, and readers.

· The section titled “Key theoretical foundations for the questionnaire include…” is well‑intended, but it would benefit from clearer academic framing and full references to support the theories and scholars you are drawing upon. Including proper citations will enhance the credibility of the conceptual grounding and demonstrate strong engagement with established literature.
Specifically, you reference the work of:
· Bryan J. Weiner on organizational readiness
· Thordur V. Fridgeirsson on AI integration in project management
· Aaron J. Shenhar & Dov Dvir on project performance frameworks
However, these should be accompanied by complete scholarly citations to ensure clarity, traceability, and academic rigor
· the pilot study should include clear information about the sampling approach, demographics of the pilot participants, procedures used to administer the questionnaire, methods for collecting qualitative feedback on clarity, any modifications made to the instrument as a result of the pilot, and the actual Cronbach’s Alpha values obtained. Without these details, the pilot study appears incomplete.

· The table is helpful in organizing your variables and questionnaire items; however, since its purpose is to show the sources of the questionnaire questions, you need to ensure that each item is supported by a specific, properly cited reference rather than general labels like “technology adoption literature.” Adding precise citations and a clear title will improve the clarity and academic credibility of your measurement instrument.


Evaluation of the Questionnaire
· Your questionnaire is generally well‑designed, clearly structured, and aligned with the main variables of your study: AI Adoption, Organizational Readiness, Project Performance, and AI Implementation Challenges. Overall, it demonstrates good coverage of constructs needed to test your earlier objectives and hypotheses. However, a few refinements can enhance clarity, precision, and measurement quality.
· The survey items mostly reflect the dimensions in your conceptual framework. However:
· This measures collaboration (B7), is not explicitly part of AI adoption in your earlier framework. This is not wrong, but you should justify why collaboration is part of AI adoption.
Client satisfaction (D9) is a performance outcome, but it was not listed in your conceptual framework earlier.
· It is recommended to add client satisfaction and collaboration to your conceptual framework.
· Here are precise recommended improvements to wording for clarity:
· Section B – AI Adoption
	Current
	Suggested Improvement

	B3: “AI systems assist in identifying project risks”
	“AI systems assist in identifying project-related risks.”

	B7: “AI applications enhance collaboration among project teams”
	“AI applications enhance collaboration among project team members.”


· Section C – Organizational Readiness
	Current
	Suggested Improvement

	C1: “The organization has sufficient technological infrastructure for AI”
	“The organization has sufficient technological infrastructure to support AI implementation.”

	C4: “The organization provides AI training programs”
	“The organization provides training programs related to AI tools and technologies.”


· Section D – Project Performance
	Current
	Suggested Improvement

	D9: “AI improves client satisfaction”
	“AI use in projects improves client satisfaction.”











Semi-structured interview 

· Please add proper in‑text citations (author, year) in this section. When referring to Fridgeirsson’s work on AI integration, Weiner’s organizational readiness theory, and the project performance frameworks by Shenhar and Dvir, the sources must be fully cited to ensure academic accuracy and credibility.

· While the semi‑structured interviews appropriately address the same core themes as the survey—AI adoption, organizational readiness, and project performance—they currently do not cover Objective 4 (international best practices) or Objective 5 (policy and strategic recommendations). These two objectives cannot be fully captured through the survey alone and therefore must be intentionally integrated into the interview protocol.

· Please provide more specific details about the interview participants. The current description is too general. You should indicate the number of participants, their exact roles, experience levels, and the types of organizations they represent. This added clarity will strengthen the credibility of your qualitative method and show that the selected interviewees appropriately align with the study’s objectives.

· Please specify the software that will be used for analyzing the qualitative interview data. Since SPSS was identified for the quantitative analysis, the qualitative section should also state whether tools such as NVivo, ATLAS.ti, or MAXQDA, etc. will be used, or whether coding will be done manually

· In the following section, the population is mentioned in general terms, but the actual population size and its classifications must be provided.

“The estimated accessible population (N) of project-related professionals across the selected organizations is approximately (N = ___). This population represents individuals directly involved in project management decision-making and implementation.





“To enhance statistical reliability and compensate for potential non-response or incomplete questionnaires, approximately 180–2000 questionnaires were distributed to obtain at least 160 valid responses for the final analysis:” 

· The stated distribution range of 180–2000 questionnaires is too broad and needs to be reviewed. Such a wide range lacks methodological clarity and may raise concerns about planning accuracy and sampling rationale. Please revise this section by providing a realistic, justified, and narrower distribution estimate based on your actual population size, sampling method, and expected response rate. 

· Please ensure that every table in the document includes an appropriate, descriptive title placed above the table, and that each table is numbered sequentially (e.g., Table 1, Table 2, etc.). Numbered and titled tables improve clarity, make referencing easier in the text, and enhance the overall academic quality of the document.

· There is no need to include phrases such as “End of Chapter.” Instead, it is more academically appropriate to conclude each chapter with a short concluding paragraph that summarizes the key points, highlights the chapter’s contribution to the study, and provides a smooth transition to the next chapter. This strengthens the flow and maintains a professional academic writing style.

Best of luck
