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	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 addresses an important and underexplored area—telemedicine adoption within military healthcare systems in Nigeria. It contributes to the growing discourse on digital health implementation in low-resource, high-mobility environments. The topic is timely and relevant to global health system strengthening efforts.
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	The abstract begins broadly but does not clearly define what gap this study fills (e.g., “limited evidence in military telemedicine in Nigeria”).
Add one line after the background: “Evidence on the structural adequacy and process efficiency of telemedicine in military healthcare in Nigeria remains limited.”
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	The original is scientifically correct.
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