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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 topic is of great importance because it will help determine if the Community (Dabola health district) through the determination of vaccine coverage has achieved herd immunity there by pointing out if there’s a decrease risk in the spread of infectious diseases under concern.  
· Also determining factors associated to poor coverage could also help identify gaps that can be corrected overtime based on recommendation’s proposed. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. The title is not suitable and very broad not understanding what aspect of vaccine coverage we are looking at. That’s if it’s specific to a particular vaccine or all routine vaccines. That will also determine the age range to include in the study when citing inclusion & exclusion criteria which shouldn’t be direct opposite of each other as was seen in the article.
Suggestion. Assessment of routine immunization coverage in children under 2 years in Dabola Health District or General coverage of childhood vaccines in the first 2 years of life. A study from Dabola health District.
	

	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.


	· Modification of topic
· Under abstract, it was mentioned of qualitative variables presented in numbers, proportions, confidence interval etc. That should be corrected or removed.

· Author should clearly define key terms such as, Partial & complete vaccination, vaccine coverage etc.
· Remove the aspect of drop out rate considering we are working on coverage which should be clearly defined. Including all children 0-23 months as stated in inclusion cant give an exact situation of drop out rate. Thus should be removed.

· Think the study is just a descriptive study. Stating it to be cross sectional will require additional analysis like regression and chi square test to know exact factors associated to poor coverage. 

· Author should spell out specific objective of study in abstract.

· Review inclusion and exclusion criteria used. One shouldn’t be direct opposite of the other. Also suggest you specify exact age of children whose mothers should be included based on the age expectation of when the vaccine is expected to be received by child in other to get true coverage and drop out rate if it should be included. For example, children 9-12 months if we want to look at overall coverage involving measle vaccine.

· Specify specific sampling method used and data collection procedure.
· The sub-heading “type and duration of study” should be replaced with “study design and duration”.

· Under the sample size determination, cite the study where the 80% coverage was gotten.

· Under sub-heading 2.5, separate the dependent and independent variables. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	If the little corrections above are taken into consideration alongside correction of grammatical errors seen across the entire study, the article will be scientifically fit for publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language isn’t suitable for scholarly communication. Thus, author need to work on that to make it best fit for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· It’s a good and captivating topic which is going to create a great impact on the community based on finding. Congratulations for the other on that. 

· However, there are some key scientific and grammatical errors which have been pointed out above. 

· With effective implementation of the corrections above, the article could be fit for scientific publication,
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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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