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	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.


	Digitalized means of work are still underutilized. E-procurement being one of them, it is essential to study it thoroughly and analyse its uses for sectors. Hence, research on it will be beneficial for the academic community as well as the actual stakeholders.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	It is, but modification should be considered by avoiding using words on the beginning of title such as ‘Effect, Assess, Explore, etc.’
	

	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 lacks mentioning the analysis techniques the research uses. Better be concise , the background is a bit extended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is missing the essence of a manuscript. Need to focus on the main and relevant points. The empirical review missed in-depth review of previous works, and critical insights too. The sample size misses a supporting document for the 250 individuals, what is your base for it? The sub-sections, especially in the methodology, give a full thesis research look than being a manuscript. The data analysis technique lacks reasoning for technique selection. The way of Cronbach’s alpha usage is wrong. Shouldn’t be for a questionnaire, instead it should be for quantitative data, which are variables and factors like ordinal data (likert result). Same goes KMO and Bartlett’s test, where are the items that you tested these on? Table numbers better be in the format of first level number. (Table 1. , Table 2. , etc). Recommendation (no need for manuscript. Where are the Correlation and regression findings, analysis mentioned in the methodology? The conclusion shows that the research objective is not well through, it is too small. 
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	No, reviews, especially in the literature and introduction is necessary. Lacks actual published references.
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