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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 (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 timely and relevant topic by examining information disaster recovery practices within the Nigerian healthcare sector. With the growing reliance on digital health systems, the issue of data protection, service continuity, and system resilience has become increasingly critical. One of the strengths of this study is its regional focus, which helps fill a noticeable gap in the literature related to developing healthcare environments. The findings have potential practical value for healthcare administrators and policymakers seeking to strengthen digital infrastructure resilience.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is clear and accurately reflects the scope and objectives of the study. It appropriately highlights the focus on healthcare disaster recovery and digital resilience. No major revisions are necessary, although minor wording refinement could further improve clarity if desired.
	

	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 provides a good overview of the study objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, some sentences are relatively long and could be simplified to improve readability. In addition, the concluding part of the abstract could be sharpened to more explicitly emphasize the main contribution of the study. Minor grammatical and stylistic revisions are recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript demonstrates a sound research design and logical structure. The use of mixed methods, including surveys and expert interviews, strengthens the credibility of the findings. That said, additional clarification would be helpful in certain methodological areas, particularly regarding sample size justification and the description of statistical procedures. Providing these details would improve transparency and reproducibility. The conclusions are generally consistent with the reported results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes a reasonable number of relevant and recent sources. The inclusion of international standards and regulatory frameworks strengthens the theoretical foundation of the paper. However, some inconsistencies in citation formatting were observed and should be corrected. In addition, reducing reliance on non-peer-reviewed sources would further improve the academic rigor of the manuscript.
	

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

	While the manuscript is understandable, there are several grammatical issues, awkward sentence constructions, and instances of repetition. A professional language edit is strongly recommended to enhance clarity, academic tone, and overall readability prior to publication.
Optional / General Comments
Figures and tables are informative, but clearer referencing within the main text would improve their integration into the discussion. Adding a dedicated limitations subsection would also strengthen the manuscript by increasing transparency regarding potential constraints of the study. Furthermore, the policy implications section could be expanded to better connect the results with national digital health strategies and implementation realities.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript addresses an important topic and presents a generally strong methodological approach. The main issues identified relate to language quality, formatting consistency, and clarification of selected methodological details rather than fundamental scientific weaknesses. With these minor revisions addressed, the manuscript would be suitable for publication.
	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

No obvious ethical concerns were identified. However, the authors should explicitly state whether ethical approval was obtained and confirm that informed consent was secured from interview participants, where applicable.
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