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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 study focuses on the satisfaction of Medical Laboratory Professionals (MLPs) with Laboratory Information Systems (LIS), addressing a gap in the current literature regarding this critical user group. The findings hold practical implications for optimizing LIS design, enhancing laboratory efficiency, and improving patient care quality, particularly by providing empirical evidence for technology deployment in resource-limited settings. It is recommended that the discussion section further elaborate on the practical applications of the findings for laboratory management policies and technological improvements.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately summarizes the research content, but it is recommended to add subheadings to highlight methodological innovations, such as: “Assessment of Laboratory Information System (LIS) Satisfaction Among Medical Laboratory Professionals: A Mixed-Methods Multi-Site 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 requires the inclusion of the following key information: First, the geographic scope or country in which the study was conducted should be explicitly stated, such as "in healthcare institutions within the XX region." Second, in the methodology section, specific parameters used for sample size calculation, such as effect size and statistical power, should be included. These additions are essential to ensure the completeness and rigor of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The regression analysis should include results of multicollinearity tests, such as variance inflation factor (VIF) values, to ensure variable independence. Second, the qualitative research section should specify the basis for determining the interview sample size, such as whether theoretical saturation was achieved.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Reduce duplicate citations of the same author (Atemoagbo) (currently citing 4 articles) and replace them with LIS related research from the past 3 years.

2. The latest theoretical progress in supplementing the technology acceptance model
	

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


	1. Inconsistent abbreviations of terms (such as "MLT" appearing for the first time without indicating its full name).

2. The format of table annotations should be consistent (for example, "η ²=0.05" should use the symbol η ² instead of textual description).

3. The logic of some long sentences can be optimized (for example, the third paragraph can be divided into two paragraphs, focusing on the explanation of results and policy recommendations respectively).
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 


	No ethical violations were found, but it needs to be added in the "Methods - Data Collection" section:

-Name and Approval Number of Ethics Review Committee

-The specific method of obtaining informed consent form (written/electronic).
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