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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 contributes to the global health discourse by offering a comparative analysis of healthcare access and equity in two contrasting systems. The study highlights critical operational challenges and potential strategies for improving universal health coverage (UHC), making it relevant for policymakers, healthcare practitioners, and researchers in public health and health systems management. By integrating discussions on healthcare financing, workforce distribution, and the role of digital health, the manuscript provides actionable insights that could inform future reforms in both high-income and low-resource settings. The inclusion of social determinants of health (SDH) further strengthens its relevance by addressing systemic inequities beyond direct medical care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate, as it accurately reflects the focus on healthcare access and equity in two national contexts. However, it could be more precise to emphasize the comparative nature 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 is comprehensive but could be slightly refined for clarity and impact. Suggestions for improvement:

· Explicitly mention the methodology (e.g., literature review and national health database analysis).

· Clarify the key differences between Nigeria and the UK’s healthcare systems more explicitly.

· Include a brief statement on the practical implications of the findings for global healthcare policy.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and aligns with established frameworks in global health research. It effectively presents statistical data, references credible sources, and discusses relevant healthcare models. However, the discussion on healthcare financing in Nigeria could benefit from a more critical analysis of systemic barriers, such as governance challenges and corruption, which significantly impact policy implementation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include a mix of peer-reviewed articles, WHO reports, and policy documents. However, the following could strengthen the manuscript:

· More recent studies on digital health interventions, particularly in the Nigerian context.

· Additional sources discussing post-pandemic healthcare reforms in both countries.
	

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


	The manuscript is well-written and suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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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