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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	This manuscript offers valuable empirical evidence on how different procurement methods influence public hospital performance in a developing-country setting. By examining Pumwani Maternity Hospital, it fills key methodological and contextual gaps in existing procurement research. The findings clarify how practices such as open tendering, RFQs, direct procurement, and restricted tendering affect efficiency, transparency, and service delivery. Overall, the study provides important insights that can guide policy reforms and strengthen procurement governance in public healthcare systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate, but it can be made clearer and more polished. A more concise and academically refined alternative could be:

“Impact of Procurement Methods on Public Hospital Performance: Evidence from Pumwani Hospital, Kenya”


	

	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 informative but would benefit from clearer structure and tighter wording. Some sentences are overly long or repetitive, which affects readability. Streamlining the background, clearly stating the research gap, and presenting the methods and key findings more concisely would strengthen it. Highlighting the study’s contribution and removing redundant details would make the abstract more coherent and comprehensive.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically credible overall, though certain areas would benefit from greater rigor and clarity. The study presents clear objectives, applies an appropriate descriptive research design, and supports its conclusions with empirical analysis. However, sections such as the abstract, problem statement, and methodology contain minor inconsistencies and unclear phrasing that could be improved. Enhancing the coherence between the objectives, variables, and analytical approach, while more clearly articulating the research gap and contribution, would strengthen the manuscript’s overall scientific quality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript’s references are adequate and include many recent sources from 2019 to 2024, which support the study’s relevance. However, incorporating a few additional up-to-date works, particularly on public procurement reforms, healthcare supply chain performance, and procurement governance in low‑ and middle-income countries, would further strengthen the literature review. Including studies published between 2023 and 2025 could also enhance the theoretical and empirical foundation of the manuscript.


	

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


	The article’s language is generally understandable, but it needs refinement to fully meet scholarly standards. Several sections contain grammatical issues and awkward phrasing that affect clarity. Improving coherence, tightening long sentences and ensuring a consistent academic tone would significantly enhance readability and overall quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The stated objective is unclear and appears to contain a wording error. The phrase “to assess the effect of public hospitals on the performance of public hospitals” is repetitive and does not reflect the study’s actual focus. Based on the content of the manuscript, the objective should instead address the impact of procurement methods on public hospital performance. Revising the objective to accurately match the study’s purpose would greatly improve clarity and alignment.
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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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