Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Immunology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJI_151610

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	FACTORS THAT INFLUENCE UPTAKE OF ROTAVIRUS VACCINATION AMONG MOTHERS OF UNDER FIVE IN UMUAHIA NORTH LOCAL GOVERNMENT AREA, ABIA STATE

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The topic is fascinating because it addresses a public health issue: vaccination coverage. This is especially important in a country like Nigeria, where the acceptability of vaccination in general is problematic. Identifying the factors that influence this area can be crucial for planning targeted interventions.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I would suggest adding the year to the 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 summary is perfect, especially regarding the results.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, that's correct.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, over 80% of the references are from 2020 to 2025. That's enough.

	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are too many keywords. I suggest: Rotavirus vaccination-children-Nigeria
The introduction is too long. Reduce it to the definition, the interest and the motivation for the study.

The numbers in the tables must be aligned to the decimal point.
In Table 4, the author states n = 291 but divides the frequencies by 384. In this case, it is preferable not to use n = 291. Otherwise, we will tend to report the frequencies as 291 and not 384.
Table 5 presents the associated factors. Normally, one should see the odds ratios for each factor with the 95% confidence interval. As presented, this table provides no information on potential influencing factors. I suggest the author revise it before publication and the journal refrain from publishing it in its present state.
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