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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 addresses an important and increasingly relevant challenge in primary healthcare, namely the management of cardiometabolic multimorbidity in low- and middle-income countries. By focusing on a team-based care approach within Nigerian primary care settings, the study provides empirical evidence on how integrated service delivery can improve both quality of care and cost outcomes. The findings contribute to the limited body of implementation-focused research from sub-Saharan Africa and may inform health system reforms aimed at strengthening chronic disease management. The work is therefore of relevance to researchers, clinicians, and policymakers working in resource-constrained health systems.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content of the manuscript. It accurately describes the intervention, study population, setting, and the main outcomes assessed, allowing readers to readily understand the focus and relevance 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.


	The abstract adequately summarizes the background, objectives, methods, key results, and conclusions of the study. It provides sufficient detail on both clinical and cost-related outcomes without excessive length. No additional points are considered necessary at this stage
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design is appropriate for evaluating a real-world implementation of a team-based care model, and the methods used for data collection and analysis are clearly described. The results are presented transparently, and the conclusions are supported by the findings and existing literature.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and include a combination of recent guidelines, systematic reviews, and key studies related to team-based care, chronic disease management, and health system efficiency. The cited literature appropriately supports the background, methods, and discussion sections of the manuscript.


	

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


	The language used in the manuscript is clear and appropriate for academic publication. The text is well structured, and the arguments are presented in a logical and coherent manner. Overall, the English quality is suitable for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study provides practical insights into the organization of multidisciplinary care for patients with multiple chronic conditions in primary healthcare settings. The findings may be useful for guiding future research and informing policy discussions on integrated care models in similar contexts.

Based on the scientific rigor, clarity of methodology, relevance of the topic, and consistency of results with the stated objectives, the manuscript meets the criteria for minor revision. The study is methodologically sound and contributes meaningful evidence to the field, with only minor refinements required to further strengthen presentation and clarity.
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