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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The manuscript is important because it addresses an under-explored but very important issue, that is, integration of digital health technologies in Northern Nigeria. The region faces unique challenges that include poor infrastructure, low literacy, and limited regulatory enforcement, which can significantly prevent the adoption and effectiveness of health technologies. The paper is timely, given the global push for digital health equity and universal health coverage. Its relevance extends to researchers, policymakers, and development partners interested in digital transformation in low-resource settings. However, while the topic is important, the depth and coherence of analysis require refinement to maximise the manuscript’s impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate. However, to make it more specific and perhaps more scholarly, the author could consider the following as an alternative Title, “Barriers to Digital Health Adoption in Northern Nigeria; Infrastructure, Policy, and Literacy Challenges”. 
	

	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.


	While the abstract captures key issues, it somehow, mixes contextual information, general statements, and methodology without adequate transitions. The author should consider reviewing the use of rather not clear terms like “relevant literatures” and also address some grammatical inconsistencies. To improve the structure of the abstract, the author should organize the content as follows; background, methods, results, and conclusion. They should also specific the type of review, key findings such as infrastructure gaps, regulatory issues, and also provide concrete recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a broad literature-based overview. While the topic is valid, there is insufficient methodological rigor. There is no clear framework guiding analysis of barriers. The flow is not well organized and the sections mix results, background, and discussion. There are also a number of repetitive arguments. To improve scientific credibility, the paper should adopt a structures framework such as WHO’s Digital Health Atlas indicators or Digital Health Intervention (DHIs) classification’s review should also define inclusion/exclusion criteria. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Relatively recent and relevant references, with many from 2020-2024. But, there are also a number of references that do not have source links, and a few are not adequately contextualised. There are also inconsistencies in formatting, for example, reference 19. To strengthen reference quality, the author should consider including foundational frameworks such as WHO’s Global Strategy on Digital Health 2020-2025 and the ITU’s eHealth Toolkit to strengthen the policy and global comparative perspective. 
	

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


	The manuscript contains numerous grammatical, syntactical, and typographical errors hinder readability. For example, inconsistent capitalization, sentence fragments, and incorrect punctuation, for example, “ssecondly”, “litracy”.  The author should ensure a thorough language and copy-editing process in order to improve the quality of the manuscript and its suitability for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Improve captions and ensure visual clarity in the text for Figures such Fig 1 and Fig 2
· Utilise thematic sub-headings under the discussion section such as “Infrastructure Barriers”, “Policy and Regulatory Gaps”, “Digital Literacy”, and “Security Concern”. 

· Ensure the conclusion reflects a synthesis of findings and actionable strategies.
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	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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