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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 evaluates yellow fever prevention strategies in North East Nigeria, identifying foundational operational strengths alongside critical gaps in vaccine coverage and resource allocation. The study reveals that current vector control and public health education are perceived by residents as insufficient due to logistical constraints and suboptimal community engagement. By identifying these specific systemic and behavioral weaknesses, the research provides evidence-based insights for policymakers to implement integrated strategies necessary for achieving sustainable disease control.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 comprehensive but requires correction of the p = 0.27value to reflect that the results were not statistically significant. I suggest adding "resident perceptions" to the methods to clarify the data source and deleting the repetitive phrasing regarding "mitigating future outbreaks" to improve conciseness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not scientifically sound in its current state due to a major statistical error where a p-value of 0.27 is incorrectly labeled as significant. Furthermore, there is a massive sampling deficiency, as the study only surveyed 563 people despite a calculated requirement of 65,000. Additionally, Table 1 contradicts the narrative text regarding whether financial and human resources are actually sufficient.
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