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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 manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the scientific community by empirically demonstrating how e-procurement systems can reduce corruption in public procurement, especially in developing countries like Tanzania. By emphasizing the importance of transparency, visibility, and controlling political interference, the study improves understanding of how technological and institutional measures can strengthen governance and accountability. Its findings offer practical insights for policymakers seeking to enhance procurement efficiency and integrity, supporting sustainable development goals. Additionally, the research provides a foundation for future studies to explore broader applications across different organizational settings.
	

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

	The title of the article, "The Effect of E-Procurement Risk Mitigation Strategies on Prevention of Corruption in Public Procurement in Tanzania," appears to be suitable as it reflects the primary focus of the study.
	

	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, summarizing the research focus, methodology, and key findings on e-procurement's role in reducing corruption. To improve, it could briefly mention the study’s geographic context and include practical implications or policy recommendations for greater impact. No deletions are necessary, but emphasizing both results and significance would enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the study is well-done. It uses good research methods like thematic content analysis and regression analysis to see how e-procurement affects preventing corruption. The data is reliable because of a high Cronbach’s Alpha of 0.99, showing strong consistency. The regression model explains most of the variation with an R-squared of 0.967, meaning the variables used are good at predicting corruption prevention. The study also uses proper sampling techniques and data analysis tools like SPSS, making the research reliable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
The references in the manuscript seem adequate to support the study, including relevant sources such as government reports, methodological texts, and previous research on e-procurement and corruption. 
	

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

	
The language and quality of the English in the article generally suit scholarly communication. The writing is clear and coherent, with a logical flow of ideas. The terminology is appropriate for the topic, and the article maintains a formal tone typical of academic writing.
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	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)
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