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	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.


	It contributes to the academic researchers interested in the area of public procurement and the findings of this manuscript will help to provide practical solutions to the existing problems in developing countries pertaining public procurement processes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	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.
	It is comprehensive. However, the stated sample size (300) does not reflect the actual sample size (247) used in data analysis. In addition, the name of data analysis tool stated “Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) version 24” should be re-named using the current name “IBM SPSS Statistics version 24”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not scientifically correct because some cited sources are not properly cited per APA guide 7th Edition. For example, Rangelov et al., (2021) and Rambaei, (2018). In addition, author(s) should avoid using italic in citation. For example, (Chen et al., 2022). Likewise, the manuscript is not written per IMRAD international standard because the Discussion and Practical implications sections are missing which undermine the relevance of the study. These omissions detract from the thoroughness and clarity of the findings
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but some are not cited in the manuscript. For example, Zeb, A., Akbar, F., Hussain, K., Safi, A., Rabnawaz, M., & Zeb, F. (2021). The Competing Value Framework Model of Organizational Culture, Innovation and Performance. Business Process Management Journal, 27(2), 658-683., 
	

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


	The language of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. However, there few grammatical errors in the article. 
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	The manuscript can be considered for publication after addressing the comments noted above.
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