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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study addresses a relevant and under-researched topic: how e-procurement risk mitigation strategies can reduce corruption in public procurement in Tanzania. The work adds value by using both statistical analysis and qualitative insights, identifying visibility, political control, and risk control as significant predictors. Given the limited empirical research in this area in East Africa, the findings are valuable for both scholars and policymakers seeking actionable anti-corruption measures.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and well-aligned with the content. It accurately reflects the focus on both e-procurement and corruption prevention in Tanzania. No changes needed.
	

	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 well-written, summarizing the purpose, methodology, and key findings. However, it could be slightly strengthened by including the specific sample size (104 respondents) and explicitly naming the three statistically significant variables identified in the results. This would give readers an immediate grasp of the core findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically robust. The methodology is clearly described, sampling techniques are appropriate, and statistical analyses (R², ANOVA, regression) are properly applied and interpreted. The literature review is comprehensive, and the findings are logically linked to existing studies. The study’s limitations are acknowledged, though the discussion could benefit from more elaboration on how future research might address these gaps.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are adequate, recent, and relevant, with multiple citations from 2018–2023. However, adding 1–2 more recent studies (2023–2024) on African e-procurement or anti-corruption frameworks could further strengthen the literature base.

	

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

	The language is generally clear and professional, suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical tightening in a few long sentences (especially in the introduction) could improve flow, but these are not major issues.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Overall, this is a well-researched and timely piece. The statistical evidence strongly supports the main conclusions. With slight refinements to the abstract, minor grammatical polishing, and the addition of one or two more recent references, the manuscript will be ready for publication.
The manuscript is well-structured, scientifically sound, and relevant. Minor improvements — mainly in strengthening the abstract, refining sentence flow, and adding a couple of recent references — will further enhance its clarity and scholarly value.

	














	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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


	




Reviewer details:
Enobong Hanson, Robert Gordon University, United Kingdom

Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
