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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 addresses an important and policy-relevant issue concerning the effectiveness of existing yellow fever prevention and control strategies in North East Nigeria. The topic is timely, particularly in light of recurring outbreaks and structural vulnerabilities in the region. The study provides useful perception-based insights into vaccination, vector control, surveillance, and community engagement mechanisms.

However, several methodological and statistical inconsistencies require clarification. The sample size calculation (approximately 65,000) does not logically correspond to the selected sample of 650 respondents, and justification is lacking. Additionally, the inferential statistics presented in Table 2 contain inconsistencies (t = 25 with p = 0.27 reported as significant at p < 0.05), which must be corrected. Ethical approval and informed consent procedures are also not clearly stated. Strengthening these areas will significantly improve the scientific rigor of the manuscript.

Overall, the manuscript is relevant but requires major revision before acceptance.

This study contributes to the understanding of operational strengths and systemic weaknesses in yellow fever prevention strategies within a high-risk and conflict-affected region. By examining vaccination, vector control, surveillance, and education from a community perspective, it highlights critical implementation gaps that may undermine outbreak prevention efforts. The findings provide valuable policy-oriented recommendations that could inform integrated disease control planning. With improved methodological clarity, the study can offer meaningful insights for public health authorities and researchers working in endemic settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
No revision is necessary.
	

	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 includes background, objective, methods, results, and conclusion.

However, the following revisions are recommended:

1. Clarify that findings are perception-based.

2. Correct the statistical inconsistency regarding p-values.

3. Briefly mention key methodological limitations (cross-sectional design).

Otherwise, the abstract is appropriate.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually sound and addresses a relevant public health issue.

However, the following issues must be corrected:

1. Sample Size Inconsistency: The calculated sample (~65,000) versus actual sample (650) requires justification.

2. Statistical Errors:
Table 2 reports t = 25 and p = 0.27 but labels it significant at p < 0.05 (this is statistically incorrect).

Statistical testing procedures are not clearly described.

3. Ethical Considerations: No ethical approval statement provided.

4. Perception vs. Objective Data: The study conclusions sometimes imply epidemiological effectiveness rather than perceived effectiveness.

These issues must be resolved before publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are relevant and include recent publications (2019–2025).

Minor recommendations:

· Verify publication status of 2025 references.

· Include Nigeria CDC or WHO surveillance reports for contextual grounding.

· Ensure consistent citation formatting.

Overall, references are adequate.


	

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


	The English language quality is good and suitable for scholarly publication.
Minor grammatical corrections and formatting adjustments may be done during copyediting.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Add a clearly labeled Limitations section.

Clarify statistical methodology.
Provide ethical approval details.

Improve formatting and alignment of tables.

Correct inconsistent interpretation of statistical results.

Improve wording such as “in adequate” → “inadequate” and similar typographical errors.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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