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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 (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 article presents a review on hybrid agile management guidelines for project managers to learn. It articulates many important aspects of learning and changing to adapt with hybrid environment. How managers can play an effective support role to help the agile team, not to command and control them.
Cover quite a lot of managerial aspects for the hybrid agile management framework.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes Appropriate
	

	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.


	Rewrite it. Should talk about problems with conventional agile practice that does not suit the hybrid environment. Then go on to present the solutions. Wording is not very organized, especially in the summary of abstract, and other parts, e.g., “It also talks about the important skills needed to lead distributed teams well. It looks at the most important skills for managing agile projects, like encouraging teamwork, keeping lines of communication open, and finding the right balance between control and flexibility.”
Too long and redundant wording, which is over 150 – 200 words limit.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is not actual case to prove it.
Add actual case studies.
	

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

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


	Yes.
OK.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article tone goes smoothly. However, the methods are not expressed vividly and strongly supported by actual case studies.
There are a lot of hand-waving wording that go on without proof of action by actual case studies.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

No.
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