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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 manuscript provides a comprehensive and timely synthesis of how digital technologies are transforming public procurement systems through e-government reforms. By systematically mapping global evidence of institutional readiness, governance challenges and emerging technologies such as blockchain and AI, it provides a valuable framework for understanding digital accountability in the public sector. The study connects fragmented literature across regions and disciplines, generating practical insights for policy makers, researchers and practitioners. The findings make an important contribution to the ongoing debate about transparency, efficiency and ethical governance in the digital age.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is appropriate. It clearly shows the scope, focus and methodology of the study highlighting the key themes of e-government, public procurement, technology integration and governance challenges. The phrase "a scoping review" correctly indicates the research design and signals to readers that the study provides a comprehensive survey of existing literature.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and well structured. It clearly summarizes the objectives, methodology, scope and key findings of the study, emphasizing the importance of e-government to increase transparency, efficiency and accountability in public procurement. The inclusion of key technologies and management dimensions makes it informative for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant and include many recent publications from 2020 to 2025. The manuscript is based on a balanced mix of journal articles, policy documents and institutional reports, reflecting both academic and practical perspectives on e-government and public procurement.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the articles are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript demonstrates clear academic writing, logical flow and consistent use of technical terminology appropriate for an international research audience. Minor stylistic polish—such as simplifying some long sentences and ensuring consistent citation formatting—could further improve readability, but overall the manuscript meets the standards expected for publication.
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