Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Nursing and Health 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRNH_139494

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Essential Program on Immunization among Children: Systematic review on process of delivery in school based setting

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 tackles a pressing public health issue: how to improve childhood immunization rates in the Philippines, especially in low-income communities. By systematically reviewing the delivery of school-based immunization programs, the study highlights the crucial role that schools, parents, and health professionals play in protecting children from vaccine-preventable diseases. The findings are especially relevant now, as recent years have seen worrying declines in immunization coverage and outbreaks of diseases like measles and polio. The manuscript’s insights into the challenges and opportunities of school-based vaccination provide a valuable roadmap for policymakers, educators, and health workers who are striving to safeguard child health and build community trust in vaccines.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Essential Program on Immunization among Children: Systematic review on process of delivery in school based setting," is clear but could be made more concise and engaging. Consider a title like:

"Delivering Childhood Immunizations in Schools: A Systematic Review of Implementation in Low-Income Settings"
	

	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 covers the study’s background, purpose, main findings, and conclusions, but it could be refined for clarity and impact. Here are some suggestions:

- The background would benefit from a stronger statement on why declining immunization rates are a critical concern.

- The results section should briefly mention the number of studies reviewed and highlight the main barriers and facilitators found.

- The conclusion could be more direct about the practical implications for improving immunization delivery.

Suggested improvements:

- Add a sentence about the methodology (e.g., use of PRISMA guidelines).

- Specify key findings, such as the importance of collaboration and common challenges like staffing and supply issues.

- Clarify how these findings can inform future programs and policy.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript follows a systematic review process and references recent literature, which supports its scientific validity. The use of PRISMA guidelines adds credibility to the study selection and analysis. However, some sections would benefit from clearer explanations—particularly regarding how studies were appraised and how data were synthesized. The discussion effectively connects the findings to the Philippine context, but at times the narrative could be more focused and less repetitive. Overall, the conclusions drawn are well-supported by the evidence presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes recent and relevant studies, which is appropriate for a topic that evolves quickly. However, the list appears incomplete in the provided text, and a few foundational sources (such as recent WHO or UNICEF reports) could further strengthen the background and discussion. Make sure all key claims—especially statistics and policy descriptions—are supported by up-to-date references.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language is generally understandable but requires editing for grammar, flow, and academic tone. Some sentences are awkward or repetitive, and word choices can be improved for clarity. For example, phrases like "school base immunization" should be revised to "school-based immunization." Streamlining the text and using more precise language will make the manuscript more engaging and easier to follow for an international audience
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