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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 offers significant value by exploring the under-researched intersection of nurse leadership and Digital Health Technology adoption within a resource-constrained public healthcare setting. By utilizing Normalisation Process Theory, the study provides a unique sociological framework to understand implementation challenges, moving beyond standard predictive models often used in this field. The findings critically highlight how excluding nurses from decision-making processes hampers technology success, offering vital, actionable guidance for improving clinical workflows and patient care outcomes.
	

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

	Yes, it's  suitable as it accurately captures the central themes of the research.
	

	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.

	Yes, The abstract is generally comprehensive and well-structured, covering the background, methodology (qualitative, NPT framework), and general significance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct and adheres to the standards of rigor expected for qualitative research.
However, a minor note for scientific consistency: The abstract describes a journey to "eventual comfort and appreciation" , whereas the Findings section heavily emphasizes unresolved barriers like "lack of sufficient consultation," "frustration," and "access challenges". Ensuring the abstract perfectly mirrors the weight of the evidence in the findings would strengthen the scientific coherence of the final paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	I do not have specific suggestions for additional references, as the current list is comprehensive and supports the arguments well.
	

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

	
Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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