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	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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical and underexplored niche in healthcare research—telemedicine within military health systems in low-resource settings. By focusing on the Nigerian Air Force, it fills a notable evidence gap in understanding how infrastructural, operational, and human factors shape telemedicine uptake in African military contexts. The study’s mixed-methods approach, combining quantitative data with thematic qualitative insights, provides a well-rounded evidence base that can inform not only military but also broader national digital health strategies. Its findings carry significant implications for policy formulation, digital health implementation, and operational readiness across developing countries’ defense health services.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, descriptive, and technically appropriate.
	

	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 comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the background, methodology, results, and implications. However, it could be tightened and slightly restructured to increase impact.
Suggested Revisions:
· Condense the methodology: briefly mention the design (“sequential explanatory mixed-methods design using questionnaires and interviews”) without excessive procedural detail.

· Add a clear conclusion sentence summarizing the policy or practical implications — e.g., “Findings underscore the need for sustained digital infrastructure investment, training, and data protection policies to strengthen telemedicine adoption in resource-constrained military systems.”

· Delete redundancy: “Facilitators include convenience and perceived gains in clinical efficiency” is repeated.

· Add a numeric result summary (e.g., “Only 17.5% had ever used telemedicine; convenience (33%) was the strongest facilitator”) to strengthen empirical clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and largely relevant (most from 2020–2025).
However, a few entries are misplaced or mismatched (e.g., Abubakar et al., 2025 refers to a renewable energy topic, not telemedicine).
To strengthen the scholarly foundation, I recommend adding or replacing with:
· WHO (2022). Global Strategy on Digital Health 2020–2025.
· Bashshur, R. L., et al. (2020). Telemedicine and e-Health: Review of the Evidence Base. Telemedicine Journal and e-Health, 26(10).
· Smith, A. C., Thomas, E., et al. (2021). Telehealth for global health delivery: Lessons from COVID-19. Frontiers in Public Health.

	

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


	The English is clear, formal, and technically competent, but there are occasional grammatical redundancies and awkward transitions.
· Sentences like “This study adopted a sequential explanatory mixed methods adopted” show minor repetition and syntax errors.

· Improve coherence between subsections (especially in Methods and Discussion).
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