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	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.


	Resaerch on decision-making processes in public procurement in general is an important topic since it is a good basis for policies, and changes in public management. In combination with the goals of transparency and accountability research on the topic might create valuable insights into what criteria in the decision-making process can potentially drive transparency and accountability. However this manuscript has chosen the example of Somaliland and it does not become clear why this is a good example in general and how this study can be replicated. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is suitable. 
	

	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 a bit misleading since the study bases its findings merely on interviews and does not cross-examine the actual procurement processes in place in the region. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology seems correct. There is a lack of further explanation on the questionnaire or why the fact that respondents work part-time might influence their answers.  However, the whole introduction and literature review stays vague. There are around 35 references not listed in the reference list. Some of the references quoted in the text could not be found. There was no way of checking the correctness
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	For this the reference list needs to be updated see above. Oddly the reference list does mostly list references before 2020. There might be other relevant articles but without the exact list it is not possible to determine this. Since Multi-Criteria Decision-Making is quoted some further sources on this should be considered. 
	

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


	The English quality is okay. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper misses to explain a couple of statements or decisions in the research. A couple of examples: 

· The author states that procurement regulation pose challenges but fails to further explain those. 
· The selection of the research region Somaliland is not explained

· The author states the principles of the Open Contracting data Standard but lacks to explain that Somaliland does not use the standard

· The author states that the fact that most of the respondents work part-time influences their answers but fails to explain why 

· The tables are not numbered correctly which confuses the reader

· The socio-demographic characteristics of the respondents are explained in detail and it is explained that this means they are still actively working but the selection criteria of the respondents suggests that they have to be involved in the current procurement work anyways – instead it would have been interesting to learn more about whether they work on the buyer or supplier side – this might have a bigger influence on their answers
· The selection criteria of respondents are only explained vaguely

· The procurement process in Somaliland could have been explained further 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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