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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.

	This manuscript contributes meaningfully to the growing discourse linking project management and entrepreneurship—two fields that historically developed in parallel despite sharing several conceptual and operational similarities. By empirically examining how project success influences entrepreneurial performance within project-oriented organisations, the study responds to a clear research gap identified in both domains. Such insights are valuable given the increasing prevalence of project-based organisational structures in modern economies and the heightened need for entrepreneurial capabilities to drive innovation and competitiveness. The findings also offer important implications for practitioners in emerging economies, especially South Africa, where project-oriented development and entrepreneurship are critical to socio-economic advancement.
	

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

	Yes, the title is clear, accurate, and appropriately reflects the study’s focus. It communicates both the main constructs and the organisational context.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the research problem, conceptual gap, methods, and major findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and supported by a broad theoretical foundation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is extensive and includes many recent papers (2014–2022).
Foundational entrepreneurship and project management literature is well-represented.
More recent sources (2022–2024), particularly in project success measurement and entrepreneurial performance metrics, could strengthen the theoretical grounding.
	

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

	
The manuscript is generally readable and well-written, but the following issues should be addressed:
· Several grammatical inconsistencies and awkward sentence constructions need editing for clarity and academic tone.
· Occasional repetition occurs (e.g., reiterating the scarcity of integrated research multiple times).

	

	Optional/General comments

	NA
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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