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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The article brings in a rich niche of research to the health fraternity, combining it with empiricism. The regression analysis provides the bodies of research to be able to predict future results to do with procurement planning and vendor management in the health sector. This would assist in strategic planning to avert health crisis and dangers to humanity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest the title reads as follows 

“ANALYSING THE IMPACT OF PROCUREMENT PLANNING AND VENDOR MANAGEMENT ON HEALTH POLICY PERFORMANCE AT THE EASTERN REGIONAL HOSPITAL, KOFORIDUA’’
      I suggest author add atleast name of City at the end of the title.
	

	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 correctly summarises the research study. However, the author should consider adding or adjusting the following:
1. Make sure the abstract is one continuous paragraph without creating subheadings in it.

2. Include confirmation or rejection of the hypothesis from the results.

3. Consider including research instruments used in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically relevant and consistent with other research articles empirically. It correctly compliments qualitative with regression analysis. This solidified the author’s results, recommendations and conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author should consider revisiting other in-text citations which are dated as back as year 2006. Examples: (William E. Kovacic, Robert C. Marshall, 2006) in the introduction.
CITATIONS

1. Citation was not consistent throughout the manuscript. If at the beginning of the sentence it should be written as Brammer et al. (2023) NOT (Brammer et al., 2023). Author must consider revising this.
2. In the in-text citations, the cited authors’ names must not bear initials but last names only. (William E. Kovacic, Robert C. Marshall, 2006) this must read: Kovacic and Marshall (2006), ……. .
3. (AHMED & KITHEKA, 2019) must read (Ahmed & Kitheka), only first letters of names must be in caps.
	

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


	The quality of English used in the study manuscript was very good, matching international standards.
However, short-hand writing like e.g must not be used, instead write in fill: e.g. – for example, etc – et cetera, and so on.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Methods
1. Abstract shows that both stratified and simple random sampling methods were used but under METHODS there is only mention of stratified sampling. Author should consider a re-look into this for consistency sake so that the article does not disturb flow of readers’ attention.

2. Research instruments were correctly articulated and how they were used to gather data, but the author did not attach the questionnaire and interview guide at the end of the manuscript after references. Author should consider attaching the instruments at the end.
3. The Author did not indicate how many questionnaires were distributed to which participants. Same applies to interviews. Author can tabulate the distribution pattern to participants.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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