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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 publication offers a thorough and up-to-date synthesis of research on routine children vaccination coverage and its determinants in Nigeria, one of the nations with the greatest prevalence of under-immunization worldwide. It is significant for the scientific and public health communities. This study goes beyond regular coverage reporting and provides a systems-level explanation for the persistence of disparities by combining demand-side, supply-side, and contextual factors. Present worldwide vaccination goals and WHO/UNICEF measures are very congruent with the emphasis on children who have not received a vaccine or who have not received enough of a dose. Researchers, program administrators, and legislators pursuing evidence-based strategies to enhance regular vaccination service equality, completion, and sustainability will find the results immediately applicable.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, I agree. It appropriately conveys the article's scope, substance, and methods by making it obvious that the evaluation is centered upon regular vaccination coverage and the factors that influence it in Nigeria. The title is clear, to the point, and suitable for the journal's intended audience. There is no need for a different title.
	

	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 thorough and well-organized. It explicitly delineates the context, goals, scope, important factors, and principal findings of the review. The incorporation of demand-side, supply-side, and contextual factors offers a comprehensive perspective. No significant modifications are required. The abstract accurately represents the content of the whole book.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The text is scientifically accurate.  The review relies on peer-reviewed literature, employs a straightforward and suitable narrative synthesis methodology, and properly interprets results from national surveys, multilevel analyses, qualitative studies, and intervention research.  The terms zero-dose children, dropout, lost vaccination opportunity, and equality are accurately defined and analyzed in accordance with contemporary global immunization frameworks.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and current. The paper encompasses a diverse array of high-quality sources, including research published from 2017 to 2025, along with essential fundamental works for conceptual framing. Prominent publications like Vaccine, PLOS ONE, BMJ Global Health, Scientific Reports, and The Journal of Infectious Diseases are correctly referenced. No more references are necessary at this juncture.


	

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


	The vocabulary and quality of English are appropriate for academic discourse. The work is written in clear, formal, and academic English, using suitable vocabulary and exhibiting logical coherence. The writing style adheres to worldwide scientific norms, and significant language modification is unnecessary.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	None
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