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Abstract: Due to their specific characteristics, innovation projects are developed in contexts with
great volatility, uncertainty, complexity, and even ambiguity. Project management has needed to
adopt changes to ensure success in this type of project. Artificial intelligence (AI) techniques are being
used in these changing environments to increase productivity. This work collected and analyzed
those areas of technological innovation project management, such as risk management, costs, and
deadlines, in which the application of artificial-intelligence techniques is having the greatest impact.
With this objective, a search was carried out in the Scopus database including the three areas involved,
that is, artificial intelligence, project management, and research and innovation. The resulting
document set was analyzed using the co-word bibliographic method. Then, the results obtained
were analyzed first from a global point of view and then specifically for each of the domains that the
Project Management Institute (PMI) defines in project management. Some of the findings obtained
indicate that sectors such as construction, software and product development, and systems such as
knowledge management or decision-support systems have studied and applied the possibilities of
artificial intelligence more intensively.

Keywords: research; innovation; artificial intelligence; project management

1. Introduction

Artificial intelligence (AI) is a broad term, so there are numerous existing approaches
and definitions. It can be defined as a discipline that tries to develop systems capable of
performing certain operations that are considered typical of human intelligence, such as
self-learning or reasoning [1]. It has also been defined from the general process of acquiring
these faculties, as the ability of a system to correctly interpret external data, learn from
said data, and use those learnings to achieve specific objectives and tasks through flexible
adaptation [2]. Various artificial-intelligence techniques have been adopted in very different
areas with very different objectives and have been studied globally [3]. More specifically,
there are also numerous works that have analyzed the impact of artificial intelligence on
project management, both from the point of view of the discipline as a whole [4] and
in more specific and different aspects such as risk management [5], effort estimation [6],
product development [7], or project-duration forecasting [8].

On the other hand, the main reference to define the term innovation and all related
activities is the Oslo Manual [9]. According to this reference, any innovation implies the
use of new knowledge or a new combination of existing knowledge. Innovation activities
include all scientific, technological, organizational, financial, and commercial actions that
lead to innovation. Thus, innovation projects can be developed both internally and in
external collaboration. In this context, innovation activities have always been considered
a specifically human field given their characteristics of creativity and novelty. However,
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numerous studies are highlighting the impact that artificial intelligence is generating in
different aspects of the field of innovation. Some authors highlight the importance of
the level of risk between projects in general and research projects [10]. For their part,
other studies [11,12] review which aspects are important to consider in the transformation
towards the digital organization of innovation. The application of artificial intelligence
techniques in specific aspects such as the initial selection of innovation projects and decision
making in innovation management has also been frequently analyzed [13–15].

The general objective of this study was to analyze the impact that artificial intelligence
techniques have had on the management of innovation projects in recent years. Bibliometric
analysis is a widely used method to explore large volumes of scientific data, which allows,
among other aspects, trends in a specific scientific field to be analyzed [16]. To this end, the
next section describes the research methodology used to carry out a bibliometric review.
Afterwards, the results obtained are described, first from a general point of view, and then
for each of the specific areas of project management. Finally, the conclusions reached are
described, as well as the next steps to take for a more extensive and detailed study.

2. Materials and Methods

Techniques for bibliometric analysis can be classified into two categories, performance
analysis and scientific mapping [16]. While the first of these studies the contributions of
the constituents of the research, scientific mapping focuses on the relationships between
them. Techniques used for scientific mapping include citation analysis, co-citation analysis,
bibliographic coupling, co-word analysis, and co-authorship analysis. In this work, co-word
analysis was used. This studies the actual content of the publication from the keywords,
defined by the authors themselves, or by their frequent occurrence in titles, abstracts, or
full texts. In this analysis, it is assumed that the words that frequently appear together have
a thematic relationship and have been used in different works to preview the future of a
scientific field [17–20].

Co-word analysis is the study of co-occurrences, that is, the joint appearances of two
terms in a given text with the purpose of identifying the conceptual and thematic structure
of a scientific domain [21]. This analysis allows for the exploration of existing or future
relationships among topics in a research field by focusing on the written content of the
publication itself [16]. The quality of a co-word analysis depends on several factors such
as the data sources used, the appropriate selection of search terms, and the mathematical
methods of subsequent analysis of the results [22].

The source used in this study was Scopus, an abstract and citation database launched
in 2004 by Elsevier [23] and one of the main bibliographic reference databases [24,25]. In
addition to the source used, another fundamental aspect in a bibliometric analysis is the
quality of the search terms used. One of the main problems with co-word analysis is the
so-called “indexer effect” [22,26], derived from the search terms used in data acquisition.
In this study, author keywords were used as search terms in the database, as opposed to
automatically indexed keywords, because they better describe the content of the papers [27].
Three areas overlap in this work: project management, innovation, and artificial intelligence.
To select the most appropriate search terms in each field, other bibliometric studies carried
out in those fields were reviewed:

• The application of artificial intelligence to different scientific fields has been the aim
of numerous bibliometric studies [28–33]. Some of these studies use only “artificial
intelligence” as the search term [32,33], but this generic name would not include in
the results valid publications for the purpose of this work, in which the authors have
been more specific when defining the part of artificial intelligence that defines their
study. On the opposite side, other papers incorporate many other keywords in trying
to include all the related results [29,30,34]. Delving into this same line of research,
several studies analyze, among other aspects, the temporal evolution of the most
frequently used keywords in this field of artificial intelligence [28,31,35,36]. As these
studies show, the number of terms and their variants is very high, given the multitude
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of techniques (neural networks, fuzzy logic, expert systems, support vector machine,
random forest, etc.) and applications (classification, prediction, optimization, pattern
recognition, decision aid, etc.) included in this field. In this work, we chose to select
only those keywords used most frequently and with a more general character, that is,
those that, by themselves, encompass several techniques and applications. As a result,
the search terms used were: “artificial intelligence”, “knowledge based”, “machine
learning”, and “data mining”.

• In the field of innovation, different bibliometric studies have also been carried out with
derivative terms such as “open innovation”, “innovation management”, “innovation
system”, “innovation policy”, “radical innovation”, and “innovation model” [37]. In
this case, the search terms “innovation”, “research”, and “development” were selected
to include different types of projects.

• In relation to the project-management area, obviously the most common keyword
is “project management”, and variants are not widely used, so this was the selected
search term [38].

In addition to the combination of these three broad areas (artificial intelligence, project
management, and innovation), the application of artificial intelligence techniques in more
specific areas of project management was studied. For this, it was decided to take as a
reference the seventh edition of the PMBok published by the PMI [39]. It defines a set of
project performance domains to achieve the desired project outcomes.

The defined “Performance Domains” are the following:

• Stakeholders, who aim to maintain project alignment and collaborate with those
affected to foster their satisfaction and positive relationships;

• Team, establishing the culture and environment necessary for its development and
encouraging the leadership behaviors of the members;

• Development and Life Cycle Approach, optimizing the delivery of the project results;
• Planning, organizing, preparing, and coordinating the work throughout the entire

project;
• Project Work, addressing the activities and functions associated with establishing

project processes, managing physical resources, and fostering a learning environment;
• Delivery, focused on meeting the requirements, scope, and quality expectations of the

expected deliverables;
• Measurement, with the aim of evaluating the performance of the projects and adopting

the appropriate adjustment measures;
• Uncertainty, so that the team can manage the threats and opportunities that arise

during the development of the project.

To carry out the queries, the specific keywords of each domain were selected from
those used by the PMI in its definition and delimitation (Table 1).

Therefore, a general search of the three overlapping areas was carried out, the results
of which were analyzed globally. Subsequently, with the keywords indicated in each case,
specific queries were carried out for each of the PMI domains.

For the analysis of the results, the software developed by Nees Jan van Eck and Ludo
Waltman of the Center for Science and Technology Studies (CWTS) of the University of
Leiden in the Netherlands was used [40]. VOSviewer allows for building, analyzing, and
visualizing bibliometric networks. To do this, it works with different analysis elements
(authors, organizations, countries, documents, sources/journals, keywords, cited references,
cited authors, or cited sources/journals) and measurements (co-authorship, co-occurrence,
citation, bibliographic coupling, or co-citation). The normalization, mapping, and clustering
methods used have been described in detail by their authors in several publications [41–43].
This software has been used in numerous research works in very diverse disciplines [44–48]
including project management [49].
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Table 1. Keywords for each project performance domain.

Stakeholders Team Life Cycle Planning

stakeholders team life cycle planning
suppliers group phase schedule
customers leader predictive duration
end users member adaptive effort

regulatory bodies individual dependency
motivation

communication
collaboration

skill
conflict

Work Delivery Measurement Uncertainty

work delivery measurement risk
resource scope metric threat

bid quality baseline opportunity
contract requirement indicator uncertainty

cost change efficiency contingency
performance

forecast

The VOSviewer software represents the keywords in a multidimensional space, in-
creasing the size of their presentation depending on the number of appearances, and
distributes them as more or closer points depending on the relationships between them,
represented in the form of links. In addition, the groups (clusters) were identified by
VOSviewer through a multidimensional scaling algorithm and are colored for better vi-
sualization. In each case, those keywords that exceed a certain threshold of frequencies
are represented. Depending on the number of publications resulting from each query, said
threshold was adjusted in each case so that thematic groups with a certain consistency were
obtained and that the number of resulting terms was not too high in a way that made it
difficult to interpret the groups obtained. The terms included in each cluster are described
and analyzed later in the Results section.

3. Results

As a result of the keyword search of the three reference areas in the Scopus database, a
total of 970 publications was obtained, whose temporal distribution can be seen in Figure 1.
Starting in 2000, a considerable number of documents have been published, reaching a
maximum of 91 documents in 2008, with the minimum value in 2014 with 16 documents.
This has increased again in recent years, exceeding 50 articles in 2020 and 2021. It is possible
to affirm, therefore, that the application of artificial intelligence in the field of innovation
project management has been an area of great interest in recent years.

The main sources with the highest number of publications, such as Lecture Notes
in Computer Science and the International Journal of Project Management, are shown in
Table 2.

Figure 2 presents a two-dimensional bibliometric map resulting from the analysis
of the 970 publications obtained in the initial query. As explained in the Materials and
Methods section, VOSviewer software only shows on the map those keywords that exceed
a certain frequency threshold. This threshold was adjusted so that the number of resulting
terms was not too high in a way that made it difficult to interpret the groups obtained.
In this case, four clusters were identified, and, as expected, given the keywords used in
the query, terms such as project management, artificial intelligence, and knowledge-based
systems appeared highlighted, that is, with a high frequency of occurrence.
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Therefore, the interest of the co-word analysis is in the rest of the terms that appear in
each cluster:
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• Cluster 1, colored in red in the figure, is defined by 14 keywords, mainly related to
software (computer software, software design, and software engineering), risk (risk
assessment and risk management), and machine learning as the most outstanding
aspects;

• Cluster 2, presented in green and defined by 11 terms, is mainly related to the manage-
ment of knowledge and information (knowledge acquisition, knowledge management,
knowledge-based systems, and information technology);

• Cluster 3, colored in blue and defined by 9 terms, includes terms such as decision-
support systems, decision making, problem solving, and product development;

• Cluster 4, in yellow in Figure 2, is made up of only 2 terms, engineering research and
research projects.

The analyses carried out in the specific areas of project management defined by the
PMI are described below. The number of publications related to each of these domains is
reflected in Figure 3 and can provide an idea of which areas are being worked on more
intensively. In this sense, Work (211), Planning (162), and Delivery (154) are the domains
that have generated the most publications thus far.
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Results by Domain

The results obtained in the specific queries of Scopus for each of the domains defined
by the PMI are presented below. For each domain, the terms that define each of the clusters
identified using the VOSviewer software are described, paying special attention to those
terms that have not been used as search terms.

Figure 4 shows the clusters identified by the VOSviewer software in the results of the
bibliographic search in the Stakeholders domain:

1. The first cluster is related to customer satisfaction through research projects in areas
such as quality control or software and its management;

2. The use of information systems for the design, development, and marketing of prod-
ucts as part of the strategic planning of different organizations seems to be the focus
of the second cluster;

3. The third cluster focuses on the decision-making process and the associated systems
and tools for a sustainable development process;

4. The fourth cluster is related to the acquisition and management of knowledge in
relation to customer requirements, sales, and competitiveness.
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Other terms included in the bibliographic search such as end users, providers, and
regulation are not highlighted.

Similarly, for the Team domain, the identified clusters in Figure 5 are described:

1. The sustainable development of products using knowledge management is the focus
of cluster 1;

2. The second cluster deals with the management of human resources through advanced
software tools;

3. The figure of the project manager and the decision-making tools used appear in
cluster 3;

4. The terms engineering education and software development are highlighted in clus-
ter 4;

5. The relationships between team members and project success are studied in the last
cluster.

More specific aspects of team management such as motivation, communication, collab-
oration, and conflict resolution, which are included among the search terms, do not appear
in the results.

Figure 6 shows the three clusters identified in the Life Cycle domain:

1. Perhaps due to the generality of the life cycle search term, the first cluster includes nu-
merous terms such as problem solving, mathematical models, product development,
construction industry, and sustainable development together with information and
knowledge management;

2. The second cluster fundamentally focuses on software design and development and
also introduces other aspects such as learning systems and risk assessment;

3. The last cluster deals with decision making and associated processes and systems.
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Search terms used in the query such as the type of life cycle (predictive, adaptive) or
its phases are not reflected.

In the case of the Planning domain, three clusters were identified, as shown in Figure 7.

1. The first cluster presents very similar terms to the one identified in the Life Cycle
domain, including the industrial sector of construction, product development, and
knowledge management;

2. The second cluster is clearly aimed at studying software design and development,
especially effort estimation using various techniques;

3. The third cluster focuses on support systems for decision making in aspects such as
production planning and control.
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In the Work domain, four clusters were identified (Figure 8):

1. The first cluster, in red in the figure, is like others that appear in some previous do-
mains with terms such as knowledge acquisition and management, problem solving,
and the construction industry;

2. Cost, cost–benefit analysis, product development, information management, and life
cycle are the terms that make up the second cluster;

3. Sustainable development together with decision-making systems defines the third
cluster;

4. The last cluster relates to the terms of human resource management and software
design and engineering.
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Searching for terms related to the Delivery domain resulted in the following three
clusters (Figure 9):

1. The cluster colored in red in the figure focuses on the requirements, design, and
development of the software and the control and assurance of its quality;
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2. The terms that appear in the second cluster (knowledge management, sustainable
development, and construction industry, among others) are similar to those that define
groups in other previous domains;

3. Decision support systems, human resources, and information management, together
with product development, make up the last cluster, shown in blue in the figure.
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Figure 9. Clusters identified in the Delivery domain.

Analysis of the bibliographic results obtained related to the Measurement domain
search gave rise to the following five clusters:

1. Decision making in the construction industry seems to be the area of interest of the
first cluster;

2. Different topics involved in the evaluation of the performance and development of
projects such as knowledge management or risk evaluation give rise to the formation
of the second cluster;

3. The cluster colored in blue in Figure 10 is configured around forecast, relating to
topics such as information management, neural networks, and quality control, in the
field of industrial research;

4. The fourth cluster is defined by different tools such as fuzzy logic or learning systems
in the field of software design and engineering;

5. Sustainable product development and energy efficiency are the terms included in the
fifth cluster, in purple in Figure 10.

The last domain corresponds to “Uncertainty”, and Figure 11 shows the following
four clusters:

1. The different aspects related to risks (perception, analysis, and management) in the
field of computer software (design, development, and management) make up the
first cluster of this domain. Techniques such as Bayesian networks also appear to be
prominent;

2. Cluster 2 is made up of terms that are very similar to others that have already been
repeated in other domains, related to information and knowledge management in the
construction industry;

3. The terms related to decision making in a context of uncertainty give rise to the third
cluster;

4. Cluster 4 is defined by a single term, “sustainable development”, connected to others
that appear in cluster 2.
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4. Discussion

As indicated above, one of the difficulties of this type of bibliometric analysis of
co-words is the correct choice of search terms in such a way that all related publications
are identified, but without conditioning the results obtained. In this sense, attention has
been paid mainly to the results that were not used as search terms. As already indicated
in the Methodology section, the names of specific artificial intelligence techniques (neural
networks, fuzzy logic, expert systems, support vector machine, random forest, etc.) were
not used in the searches. In this sense, in the results obtained, only some of them appeared
as relevant in the clusters, such as neural networks, fuzzy logic (Measurement domain),
and Bayesian networks (Uncertainty domain). The importance of this last technique in
recent years in the field of project management and uncertainty has already been pointed
out by other authors [50].
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One of the novelties of this study is the division of project management into the
domains defined by the PMI with the aim of identifying the main research trends in each of
them. This separation made it possible to identify areas of interest that are both specific to
each domain and common to many of them: for example, clusters related to the success
of the project and team members in the Team domain, with customer requirements and
competition in the Stakeholders domain, effort estimation in the Planning domain, costs
and human resource management in the Work domain, and, as expected, the perception,
analysis, and management of risks in the Uncertainty domain. On the contrary, several
areas of research frequently appear in different domains.

Terms related to decision making appear in all PMI domains. In other words, the
development of decision-making support tools and systems using artificial intelligence to
help in the management of innovation projects is a topic of wide interest. The scientific
publications retrieved show that, up to now, these systems have been developed for
specific sectors, projects, or areas [51–53] and not from a full general project-management
perspective.

Numerous specific features are studied in software projects, such as risks [54,55],
performance [56], human resource management [57], quality [58,59], and effort estima-
tion [60–62], as well as more general or methodological aspects [63,64].

The construction sector is usually linked to information and knowledge management
for product development and sustainability. Other recent research [65–68] focusing on the
impact of artificial intelligence in the construction sector reached similar conclusions, with
a continued increase in the number of scientific investigations in this field.

Product-development projects and their sustainability are another recurring research
topic that frequently appears linked to knowledge management or decision-support sys-
tems.

The current impact of artificial intelligence in many different fields, including science,
is being highlighted in many publications [69]. Bianchini et al. [70] recently proposed
considering artificial intelligence as “an emerging general method of invention” and, on
this basis, deriving its policy implications.

As limitations of this study, it is possible to mention the one inherent to this type
of bibliographical analysis, based on the frequency of appearance of the terms, which
allows for detecting general and continuous trends over time, but which does not allow for
revealing the most recent lines of research. Another limitation is the use of a single database
(Scopus) due to the difficulty of combining systems with different indexing methods using
keywords. The same analysis could be extended to other reference bibliographic databases
such as the Web of Science (WOS) [71], which would allow the findings to be compared.

5. Conclusions

In this work, an exploratory study of the impact of artificial intelligence on the man-
agement of innovation projects was carried out. With this objective, a set of queries for the
Scopus database were defined to obtain the related publications. Using the VOSviewer
software, a co-word analysis was applied to the data of the documents obtained.

In addition to the study of the results as a whole, they were segmented according
to the performance domains in the field of project management defined by the PMI. This
division made it possible to identify the topics, techniques, and other aspects that are
being worked on the most. Decision-support systems and tools and the different processes
associated with knowledge management (knowledge acquisition, knowledge sharing, and
knowledge management) and information frequently appear in the different domains
of project management. In the same way, some specific technological sectors are also
distinguished, such as:

• The field of software development, where aspects related to human resource manage-
ment and teams, such as effort estimation and learning systems, as well as software
design and quality, are highlighted;

• The construction sector with aspects such as risks, planning, and problem solving;
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• Product development, where sustainability is also a prominent aspect that appears in
several of the domains.

On the other hand, it is also interesting to point out the appearance of different artificial-
intelligence techniques (Bayesian networks, fuzzy logic, neural networks, etc.) related to
specific areas, as can be seen in the groups generated in the different PMI domains.

Regarding the continuity of the work, it is possible to delve into the bibliometric
analysis in relation to different aspects such as the techniques used or the most studied
terms, or to extend the work using other relevant databases such as the Web of Science
Core Collection.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, J.J.G.M. and J.M.M.F.; methodology, J.M.M.F. and E.P.V.-
G.; data curation, J.J.G.M. and G.A.I.; writing—original draft preparation, J.M.M.F., J.J.G.M. and
E.P.V.-G.; writing—review and editing, J.M.M.F., J.J.G.M., E.P.V.-G. and G.A.I. All authors have read
and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This study was funded by the Regional Ministry of Science and Innovation and the
University of the Principality of Asturias (grant number AYUD/2021/50953).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Díez, R.P.; Gómez, A.G.; de Abajo Martíne, N. Introducción a la Inteligencia Artificial: Sistemas Expertos, Redes Neuronales Artificiales

y Computación Evolutiva; Universidad de Oviedo: Oviedo, Spain, 2001; ISBN 978-84-8317-249-0.
2. Kaplan, A.; Haenlein, M. Siri, Siri, in My Hand: Who’s the Fairest in the Land? On the Interpretations, Illustrations, and

Implications of Artificial Intelligence. Bus. Horiz. 2019, 62, 15–25. [CrossRef]
3. Dwivedi, Y.K.; Hughes, L.; Ismagilova, E.; Aarts, G.; Coombs, C.; Crick, T.; Duan, Y.; Dwivedi, R.; Edwards, J.; Eirug, A.; et al.

Artificial Intelligence (AI): Multidisciplinary Perspectives on Emerging Challenges, Opportunities, and Agenda for Research,
Practice and Policy. Int. J. Inf. Manag. 2021, 57, 101994. [CrossRef]

4. Fridgeirsson, T.V.; Ingason, H.T.; Jonasson, H.I.; Jonsdottir, H. An Authoritative Study on the Near Future Effect of Artificial
Intelligence on Project Management Knowledge Areas. Sustainability 2021, 13, 2345. [CrossRef]

5. Afzal, F.; Yunfei, S.; Nazir, M.; Bhatti, S.M. A Review of Artificial Intelligence Based Risk Assessment Methods for Capturing
Complexity-Risk Interdependencies Cost Overrun in Construction Projects. Int. J. Manag. Proj. Bus. 2021, 14, 300–328. [CrossRef]

6. Ferreira Lorenzo, G.L.; Gálvez Lío, D.; Quintero Domínguez, L.A.; Antón Vargas, J. Effort Estimation of Software Projects Using
Artificial Intelligence Techniques. Rev. Cuba. Cienc. Informáticas 2014, 8, 1–20.

7. Rao, S.S.; Nahm, A.; Shi, Z.; Deng, X.; Syamil, A. Artificial Intelligence and Expert Systems Applications in New Product
Development—A Survey. J. Intell. Manuf. 1999, 10, 231–244. [CrossRef]

8. Wauters, M.; Vanhoucke, M. A Nearest Neighbour Extension to Project Duration Forecasting with Artificial Intelligence. Eur. J.
Oper. Res. 2017, 259, 1097–1111. [CrossRef]

9. OECD; Eurostat. Oslo Manual 2018; OECD: Paris, France, 2018.
10. Gómez-Marín, N.; Cara-Jiménez, J.; Bernardo-Sánchez, A.; Álvarez-de-Prado, L.; Ortega-Fernández, F. Sustainable Knowledge

Management in Academia and Research Organizations in the Innovation Context. Int. J. Manag. Educ. 2022, 20, 100601. [CrossRef]
11. Haefner, N.; Wincent, J.; Parida, V.; Gassmann, O. Artificial Intelligence and Innovation Management: A Review, Framework, and

Research AgendaI. Technol. Forecast. Soc. Change 2021, 162, 120392. [CrossRef]
12. Najdawi, A.; Shaheen, A. Which Project Management Methodology Is Better for Ai-Transformation and Innovation Projects?

In Proceedings of the 2021 International Conference on Innovative Practices in Technology and Management (ICIPTM), Noida,
India, 17–19 February 2021; pp. 205–210.

13. Flechas Chaparro, X.A.; de Vasconcelos Gomes, L.A.; de Souza Nascimento, P.T. The Evolution of Project Portfolio Selection
Methods: From Incremental to Radical Innovation. Rev. Gest. 2019, 26, 212–236. [CrossRef]

14. Havins, S.R. Decision Support Systems for Managing Innovation through Project Selection in Public Sector R&D Environments.
IEEE Eng. Manag. Rev. 2020, 48, 28–31. [CrossRef]

15. Keding, C.; Meissner, P. Managerial Overreliance on AI-Augmented Decision-Making Processes: How the Use of AI-Based
Advisory Systems Shapes Choice Behavior in R&D Investment Decisions. Technol. Forecast. Soc. Change 2021, 171, 120970.
[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bushor.2018.08.004
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2019.08.002
http://doi.org/10.3390/su13042345
http://doi.org/10.1108/IJMPB-02-2019-0047
http://doi.org/10.1023/A:1008943723141
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejor.2016.11.018
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijme.2022.100601
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2020.120392
http://doi.org/10.1108/REGE-10-2018-0096
http://doi.org/10.1109/EMR.2020.3007748
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2021.120970


Appl. Sci. 2022, 12, 11743 14 of 15

16. Donthu, N.; Kumar, S.; Mukherjee, D.; Pandey, N.; Lim, W.M. How to Conduct a Bibliometric Analysis: An Overview and
Guidelines. J. Bus. Res. 2021, 133, 285–296. [CrossRef]

17. Chen, H.; Wei, F.; Chen, X.; Chen, K. Global Research Trends in Gestational Diabetes Mellitus from 2000 to 2020: A Bibliometric
Study. Z. Für Geburtshilfe Neonatol. 2022, 226, 197–204. [CrossRef]

18. Methlagl, M. Mapping Inclusive Education 1980 to 2019: A Bibliometric Analysis of Thematic Clusters and Research Directions.
Issues Educ. Res. 2022, 32, 225–247.

19. Saha, V.; Mani, V.; Goyal, P. Emerging Trends in the Literature of Value Co-Creation: A Bibliometric Analysis. Benchmarking Int. J.
2020; ahead-of-print. [CrossRef]

20. Sreerag, R.S.; Venkatesan, S.P. Supply Chain Issues in Small and Medium Retailing: A Systematic Review and Future Research
Agenda. Int. J. Manag. Enterp. Dev. 2022, 21, 198–225. [CrossRef]

21. Galvez, C. Análisis de co-palabras aplicado a los artículos muy citados en Biblioteconomía y Ciencias de la Información
(2007–2017). Transinformação 2018, 30, 277–286. [CrossRef]

22. Wang, Z.-Y.; Li, G.; Li, C.-Y.; Li, A. Research on the Semantic-Based Co-Word Analysis. Scientometrics 2012, 90, 855–875. [CrossRef]
23. Elsevier Scopus. Available online: https://www.scopus.com/ (accessed on 14 March 2022).
24. Baas, J.; Schotten, M.; Plume, A.; Côté, G.; Karimi, R. Scopus as a Curated, High-Quality Bibliometric Data Source for Academic

Research in Quantitative Science Studies. Quant. Sci. Stud. 2020, 1, 377–386. [CrossRef]
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