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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The right methodology of research. The research question is clearly stated. The
empirical data, quantitative are analyzed in appropriate ways, and written up in
ways that are easy to understand. The study conclusions supported are by the
analysis. The analysis adequately address the issues raised in the objective of this
work.

Minor REVISION comments

Government E-procurement projects have been notoriously unsuccessful while engaging
vendors in the process have been dilJcult due to the level of investment expected in
terms of providing catalog information to bidders using diverse languages and
technologies [37].

The effective nature of the world wide web truly makes bid solicitation, submission,
evaluation and award process ellective. The E-procurement infrastructural tools can
facilitate elJciency, transparency, quality of service, and compliance in the bid selection
process. Furthermore, E-procurement has the potential to promote operational elJciency
and cost savings in public sector procurement [9].
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