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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 manuscript presents a scoping review that critically examines the pronounced disparities in the administration of the Hepatitis B birth dose vaccine to immigrant populations in the United States. It synthesizes contemporary evidence to delineate a constellation of impediments to vaccine uptake, which are systematically categorized across systemic, sociocultural, and individual domains. The analysis underscores the efficacy of interventions that are culturally tailored and founded on principles of trust. Consequently, the study yields imperative guidance for the development of precision public health strategies, offering a necessary framework for remediating this health inequity and advancing global HBV eradication objectives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitably clear and descriptive, effectively capturing the content and parameters of this scoping review. It is academically sound. However, to enhance specificity and immediately signal the core investigation of obstacles and strategies, the following alternative is proposed: 'Barriers and Interventions in Hepatitis B Birth Dose Vaccination Among U.S. Immigrants: A Scoping Review.' This alternative formulation more directly foregrounds the review's central concepts.
	

	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 generally well-structured and informative, but it could be enhanced to better reflect the depth and scope of the review.

Objective: This scoping review aims to study the predictors of suboptimal Hepatitis B vaccination uptake among immigrant populations in the United States, examining systemic, sociocultural, and individual-level determinants. A secondary objective is to catalog promising intervention models and delineate remaining gaps in the evidence base.

Methods: Employing a scoping review methodology, we queried PubMed, Medline, and Google Scholar for literature published from January 2020 through November 2024. Study selection and data extraction were conducted using Zotero, with a thematic analysis focused on vaccination barriers and facilitators.

Results: From an initial pool of 63 studies, seven satisfied the inclusion criteria. The analysis revealed a constellation of impediments, encompassing structural factors (e.g., inadequate insurance), sociocultural influences (e.g., linguistic challenges, distrust), and individual characteristics (e.g., parental education).

Conclusion: Disparities in HBV vaccination are profoundly shaped by factors of nativity, culturally-informed trust, and clinician-patient language concordance. The efficacy of culturally tailored programs is evident; however, their limited scope necessitates a renewed focus on macro-level, policy-driven strategies to engender trust and enhance vaccine penetration.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	While the manuscript is methodologically robust, several minor revisions would enhance its clarity and presentation. A key inconsistency exists in the reported literature search dates: the methodology indicates a search from "2020 to the present," yet the eligibility criteria cite "January 2020 to November 2025." As the latter is a future date, it is likely a typographical error that should be amended to the search's actual conclusion (e.g., "...to November 2024").

Regarding structure, the current organization features a "key findings/results" section that is largely reiterated in the subsequent "results and discussion" section. To improve conciseness and adhere to conventional formatting, we recommend merging these into a single, unified "Results and Discussion" section. Alternatively, they could be formally separated into distinct "Results" and "Discussion" sections, with the latter providing deeper interpretation.

Furthermore, the "Individual and Family-Level" domain description within the Key Findings would benefit from being more explicitly linked to the specific data from the included studies, mirroring the effective detail provided later in the manuscript and the appendix.

Lastly, minor formatting issues—such as a stray period following the main title and the use of backslashes for line breaks in a table—should be corrected to ensure a polished final draft.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript demonstrates a well-considered selection of recent and highly relevant literature, appropriate for a scoping review of work published since 2020. The cited references are impactful and directly pertinent to the research question. To further fortify the manuscript's scholarly foundation and practical relevance, the integration of a few additional sources is recommended.

Foundational Justification: Providing a citation for the seminal research that established the Hepatitis B birth dose as a clinical standard would offer valuable historical context. The landmark 1983 investigation by Beasley et al. (The Lancet), which demonstrated the efficacy of the post-exposure prophylaxis regimen, would serve as a powerful justification for the review's focus.

Cross-Cultural Evidence: While the inclusion of a West African intervention is commendable, the argument for culturally tailored programs would be strengthened by evidence from another distinct demographic. The 2022 cluster-randomized trial by Chang et al., which significantly boosted HBV screening in Vietnamese Americans through a multi-faceted, culturally adapted intervention, would exemplify the model's transferability.

Policy Alignment: Grounding the policy recommendations in the current U.S. public health framework would enhance their authority. A direct reference to the “Viral Hepatitis National Strategic Plan for the United States: A Roadmap to Elimination (2021-2025)” would explicitly connect the review's conclusions to active national elimination efforts.

Structural Barrier Analysis: The discussion of systemic obstacles would be reinforced by a government-published analysis of how policy impacts coverage. The 2020 MMWR report by Elam-Evans et al. from the CDC, which documents clear disparities in vaccination linked to insurance and poverty, provides an official source that corroborates these points.
	

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


	This manuscript demonstrates a commendable level of scholarly communication, characterized by its high-quality prose and cogently presented arguments. The occasional grammatical or typographical inconsistencies, common in preliminary drafts, are easily remedied through meticulous proofreading prior to final publication. Such minor flaws in no way compromise the work's intellectual rigor or its suitability for dissemination within the academic community.
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