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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 manuscript is very rich, giving room for an understanding of the general concept of Hepatitis B birth vaccination in the United States. Studies show that these trends are not only common in the U.S., but in most countries in the American and European continents.

It points out the gap in immigrant Hepatitis B vaccination disparities in the United States, hence calling for the need of universal health insurance for all.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the article title is suitable as it reflects the content and detailed scoping review carried out for the three main determinants studied (Systemic/Institutional, Sociocultural, and Individual/family).

Nonetheless, the word trend could comfortably be replaced with determinants, as no direct trends where clearly brought out in the results or discussion sections.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive, though the study’s aim enumerated in the first sentence on identifying predictors of low Hepatitis B vaccination does not tie directly with the topic on disparities. We suggest rephrasing this sentence to tie with the overall goal of determining evidence gaps in disparities.

To add, the conclusion is more culturally tailored, and does not touch the systemic aspects of the trends enumerated.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct. This study would have been more of a systematic review than a scoping review as the methodology is well structured, but for the fact that there was no formal quality assessment for the study conducted as meta-analysis is ruled away.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Using only studies from 2020 to present shows the recency in the references employed.
	

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


	Yes, the English language is suitable and digestible for most scholars.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, there is novelty in this paper. Studies like this allow for the scientific community to have more insights on the current trends occurring among immigrants/emigrants.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues observed as this secondary research has correctly paraphrased all findings from studies utilised and quoted them accordingly.
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