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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important public health issue in a conflict-affected and epidemiologically vulnerable region of Nigeria. The study provides useful insight into community perceptions of yellow fever epidemiology and its environmental, socioeconomic, and behavioral determinants. The topic is timely and relevant, particularly in the context of recurring yellow fever outbreaks in West Africa.

However, several methodological and analytical clarifications are required before publication. The sample size calculation appears inconsistent (calculated as ~65,000 but reduced to 650 without adequate justification). The study relies heavily on perception-based data without triangulation with surveillance data. The statistical analysis is largely descriptive, and hypotheses testing is mentioned but not clearly presented in the results section. These issues require clarification and strengthening.

Overall, the study is relevant but requires major revision to enhance methodological rigor and analytical depth.
This manuscript contributes to the growing body of literature on yellow fever epidemiology in sub-Saharan Africa by focusing on a high-risk and conflict-affected region of Nigeria. It highlights the interplay between environmental conditions, socioeconomic vulnerability, and behavioral determinants in shaping transmission dynamics. The emphasis on community perceptions provides valuable insights for designing culturally appropriate interventions. With methodological strengthening, the study could support policy formulation and integrated yellow fever control strategies in fragile settings.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and reflective of the manuscript content.

No modification is strictly 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 comprehensive and well-structured.

However, the following improvements are suggested:

· Clarify the sampling strategy more precisely.

· Mention that findings are perception-based.

· Briefly acknowledge the major limitation (cross-sectional design and reliance on self-reported perceptions).

Otherwise, the abstract adequately summarizes background, methods, results, and conclusions.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound in terms of background literature and contextual discussion.

However, the following issues must be addressed:

1. Sample size inconsistency (65,000 calculated vs. 650 used).

2. Lack of explanation for Likert scale scoring interpretation.

3. Hypotheses testing (t-test mentioned but results not reported).

4. No clear ethical approval statement in the methodology.

5. Perception-based epidemiology not clearly differentiated from actual surveillance data.

These issues require clarification before acceptance.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are recent and relevant (many from 2020–2025).

However:

· Some references appear repeated (e.g., Nomhwange et al., 2021 appears twice).

· A few references (2025 publications) should be verified for publication status.

· Consider adding WHO or Nigeria CDC surveillance reports for stronger epidemiological grounding.

Overall, references are adequate but require minor refinement.


	

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


	The English language quality is good and appropriate for scholarly communication.
Minor grammatical refinements may be done during copyediting.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Include an ethical approval statement and consent process.

Provide clearer justification for reducing sample size.
Add limitations section explicitly.

Present inferential statistics results if hypotheses were tested.
Improve formatting consistency of tables (especially Table 7 and 8 alignment).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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