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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 highlights persistent inequalities in HBV birth dose vaccination among immigrant groups—a population disproportionately affected by chronic hepatitis B in the U.S. The synthesis of systemic, sociocultural, and individual determinants provides a structured understanding of multi-layered barriers to vaccination. The study can support policymakers and community health program designers in shaping culturally responsive vaccination interventions. It also identifies relevant gaps in implementation research, which can help guide future empirical studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope and focus of the review.
	

	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 successfully summarizes the aim, methods, results, and conclusion. However, it would benefit from more explicit mention of the 7 included studies and clearer phrasing around the thematic categorization.

Suggested improvement:
Add one sentence specifying the thematic domains in the results portion for clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The search strategy and thematic synthesis approach follow accepted scoping review methods. To strengthen transparency, inclusion and exclusion criteria should be presented more explicitly, and adding a PRISMA-ScR flowchart is recommended.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally relevant and recent. However, consider adding more U.S. policy or implementation framework literature to contextualize vaccination gaps (e.g., ACIP guidelines commentary or recent CDC implementation evaluations).
	

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


	The language is understandable and mostly clear. Minor grammatical corrections and some restructuring of long sentences will improve readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Add a PRISMA-ScR flow diagram.

· Include a table summarizing characteristics of the seven included studies for more transparency.

· Minor sentence restructuring is recommended for improved clarity.
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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 concerns were identified, as this is a secondary literature review.
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