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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 chapter takes on a very real and pressing issue - how provincial governments, particularly in South Africa can reshape their Supply Chain Management using digital tools and institutional reform. It’s a thoughtful and much-needed study, especially in today’s context where both post-pandemic recovery and climate challenges are demanding smarter governance. What stands out is the integration of digital innovation with institutional theory.
The Author(s) present a conceptual framework that is not just academic, it feels grounded and usable. It has potential policy implications, especially for developing countries looking to modernize public service delivery. Overall, this is a solid and relevant contribution to the conversation on digital transformation in the public sector and it is likely to be of interest to both scholars and practitioners alike.

	

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

	
Yes. The title accurately reflects the central themes and scope of the paper. 
	

	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 captures the objectives, conceptual framing and outcomes well. The Author(s) can consider briefly stating the methodology or theoretical approach in the abstract to give more clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The arguments are logical, backed by appropriate literature and are well-articulated. The proposed transformation framework is theoretically robust and applicable.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
The references are adequate and include recent and relevant sources. The Author(s) can add a few citations from post-2022 digital governance frameworks to enhance recency and international relevance.

	

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

	

The manuscript is written in clear, academic English. Minor proofreading for sentence structure and transitions in a few paragraphs (particularly in Sections 2 and 4) is advised.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
Tables and frameworks are well-organized.
The conclusion can be strengthened by including explicit policy recommendations or implementation roadmap.
The Author(s) can try to provide case-based evidence from a specific South African province to enrich contextual grounding also.
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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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