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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 highly topical and emerging area in healthcare technology digital twin integration in Nigerian health institutions. The paper contributes by assessing current infrastructure readiness, awareness, and technological adoption capacity, which is critical for future predictive maintenance and facility management. It offers actionable insights that can inform both government policy and institutional strategies in low- and middle-income countries. Its value lies in combining technological innovation with real-world health system limitations.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is clear, descriptive, and accurately reflects the scope of the study.


	

	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.


	Partially.

· The abstract gives a good overview of the study, but the objectives could be stated more clearly.

· Include key numerical results from the findings to make it more informative.

· Avoid generalities; clarify if the digital twin model was implemented or only assessed theoretically.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, with minor issues.

· The methodology is appropriate, and the questionnaire design is adequate.

· However, the sampling method (purposive) should be better justified for generalizability.

· Statistical tools used should be described in greater detail (e.g., software used, confidence levels, etc.).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Partially.

· While the manuscript includes relevant references, a few are dated (before 2015).

· Recommend adding more recent scholarly articles on digital twins in healthcare (post-2020), especially on readiness models or technology adoption in LMICs.


	

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


	Partially.

· While the manuscript includes relevant references, a few are dated (before 2015).

· Recommend adding more recent scholarly articles on digital twins in healthcare (post-2020), especially on readiness models or technology adoption in LMICs.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Consider including a visual conceptual framework or diagram showing the dimensions of readiness assessed (e.g., technical, human resource, funding, etc.).

· Discuss the implications for policy and implementation planning more clearly in the conclusion.

· Add recommendations for future research on pilot implementation or policy-level digital twin adoption.

The manuscript presents a timely and contextually relevant study with strong potential for policy impact. However, minor improvements in language, reference updates, ethical clarity, and methodological detailing are necessary before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

Yes, but minor.

· The paper states ethical approval but lacks specifics, which IRB/ethical board approved it?

· Also, it does not explain how informed consent was obtained or how data confidentiality was maintained.
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