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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.


	By offering empirical data on how various procurement strategies affect organizational performance in public healthcare facilities—a subject that is still not properly studied in developing nations—this publication significantly advances the scholarly community. The study expands the application of procurement theory to public sector performance management and enhances its contextual relevance by concentrating on the actual Pumwani Maternity Hospital in Kenya. The results provide useful information for legislators and hospital managers who want to use evidence-based procurement practices to increase effectiveness, openness, and service delivery. Additionally, by combining various procurement methodologies into a unified analytical framework, the study enhances the body of existing literature and promotes future research in public procurement and health systems governance by fostering comparative understanding.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is generally suitable, as it is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the core focus of the study. It explicitly identifies the key independent variable (procurement methods), the dependent variable (performance), the institutional context (public hospitals), and the empirical setting (Pumwani Hospital, Kenya), which enhances transparency and relevance for readers.
	

	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 generally comprehensive, as it covers the key elements of the study, including the research problem, objective, methodology, main findings, and practical recommendations. It clearly communicates the empirical focus on procurement methods and their effects on public hospital performance, which makes it informative and relevant for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound in its general approach, as it follows a recognizable empirical research structure, including a clear problem statement, defined objectives, literature review, methodology, data analysis, and conclusions. The use of a descriptive research design, structured questionnaires, and standard statistical techniques (descriptive statistics and multiple regression analysis) is appropriate for addressing the stated research questions. The findings are logically linked to the data, and the conclusions are broadly consistent with the reported results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Add more recent empirical studies (post-2019):
Include current research on procurement practices and organizational performance in public health settings, especially studies that:

· Examine e-procurement impacts,

· Address transparency and efficiency in supply chain management,

· Compare prescribing methods or hospital performance in low- and middle-income countries.

2. Incorporate systematic reviews and meta-analyses:
These provide stronger theoretical grounding and signal engagement with broader trends in the literature.


	

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


	The main ideas are generally understandable, the manuscript contains frequent grammatical errors, awkward sentence structures, repetition, and inconsistent use of academic style. These issues affect clarity, coherence, and the professional tone expected in international academic journals.
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