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	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 study addresses a critical gap in the literature by focusing on pediatric emergency department (ED) return visits in Southeast Nigeria (a low resource setting). The drivers of unplanned revisits are essential to improve the healthcare quality and patient safety globally. The findings, particularly the role of caregiver comprehension and discharge communication, provide valuable, actionable insights for hospital administrators and clinicians in similar settings to develop targeted interventions. The qualitative observations of this study are highly relevant for quality improvement initiatives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of article is appropriate .No change is needed.
	

	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 well structured and comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, no additional references are necessary They cover key historical and contemporary studies on the topic from various global contexts. The use of references is appropriate to support the background, methods and discussion.
	

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


	The language quality is generally good but here are minor grammatical awkwardness and a few typos (e.g., "empirical 7-day version" in the Discussion should be "empiric 7-day version" to match the reference). A thorough proofreading is recommended to polish the manuscript to a publication standard.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Major Limitation: The main limitation is correctly acknowledged by the authors which is the retrospective design of study as it limits the depth of data on caregiver understanding and system-level factors. The sample size (650) may also have limited the power to detect significant associations.
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