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	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 research is important because it shows how lapses in vaccination coverage can quickly lead to the reemergence of measles, particularly affecting infants and young children who are most vulnerable. By analyzing who was most affected, when outbreaks occurred, and where cases were concentrated, it provides crucial evidence for strengthening immunization programs and targeting high-risk areas. The findings support public health policies aimed at maintaining high vaccine coverage, guiding catch-up campaigns, and reinforcing Brazil’s and global efforts to eliminate measles.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, its suitable. 
	

	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.


	You could improve the conclusion by making it more concise and action-oriented. Focus on the key message that rising measles incidence is linked to falling vaccine coverage, then clearly state what should be done (e.g., catch-up campaigns, routine monitoring, and educational initiatives). When mentioning the Sustainable Development Goals, connect them directly to your findings rather than listing them broadly. Adding one line on the importance of long-term surveillance would also strengthen the conclusion and show forward-looking perspective.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, as it clearly establishes the association between increased measles incidence and declining vaccination coverage, consistent with WHO and epidemiological evidence.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and appropriately referenced, with 27 citations that provide a solid foundation for the study. The analysis convincingly demonstrates the association between reduced vaccination coverage and increased measles incidence in children, which is consistent with current epidemiological knowledge and WHO guidelines. The conclusions are valid and well supported by the data, though they could be made more concise and more directly linked to actionable public health recommendations.
	

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


	Yes, the English is suitable for scholarly communication, but careful editing for conciseness, clarity, and style would strengthen the manuscript.
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