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The aim of this paper was to set a unique precedence through comparative analysis
of BIM adoption trends in the USA, UK and Australia to set a pace for beginners or
early BIM adopting countries to learn from.

The document is very interesting and it is well written and well structured. The
English and the arrangement of the paper is sound, and its flow makes it readable
and comprehensible.

The authors made a very accurate and factual analysis BIM adoption efforts by the
United States of America, the United Kingdom and by Australia.

The Authors compared great detail and accurately both the process and legislative
efforts of USA, UK and Australia in BIM adoption and implementation within their
respective construction markets.

| accept this paper in present form.
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