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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative 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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Title & Abstract Mismatch: The title specifies "North Central Nigeria," but the study was conducted only in Minna, Niger State. This is a critical overreach. The title, abstract, and problem statement must be scaled down to accurately reflect the study's actual setting (e.g., "in Niger State" or "in Minna, Niger State"). Generalizing findings to the entire North Central zone based on one city is not methodologically sound.
Weak and Repetitive Problem Statement: The "Statement of the Research Problem" section is verbose and repeats the introduction. It fails to crisply articulate the specific gap your study fills. Condense it into 2-3 powerful sentences that state: Despite known strategies, the effectiveness of specific NPHCDA communication channels (e.g., radio, religious gatherings) in changing caregiver behaviour in a high-risk, security-challenged setting like Niger State remains poorly evaluated and is critical for curbing cVDPV2.
Underdeveloped Methodology:
Sample Size & Justification: The sample of 95 caregivers from 4 PHCs in one city is small. Justify why this sample is adequate for your descriptive aims. A power calculation or citation of similar successful studies would strengthen this.
Questionnaire Validity: Mentioning the "5C model" is good, but the description is unclear. How were the questions operationalized? Provide 1-2 example questions. Stating it was "tailored to fit local contexts" is not enough; describe the tailoring process (e.g., pre-testing, focus groups?).
Data Analysis is Missing: The methodology must include a subsection on data analysis. What statistical software was used? Which specific tests were run (e.g., descriptive statistics, chi-square) to generate the means and percentages presented?
Results & Discussion Are Confused and Under-Analyzed:
Integration: The "Results and Discussion" section is a poorly integrated narrative. They must be separated. Present the results (figures, tables, trends) objectively in one section. Then, in a separate Discussion section, interpret those results, compare them to the literature (e.g., Jibrin et al., 2025; Bako, 2019), and explain their meaning.
Superficial Analysis: The commentary below figures/tables (e.g., "This could be as a result of deeply rooted socioeconomic or religious barriers") is speculative. Use your data to support this. Did your questionnaire capture data on religion or socioeconomic status? If so, present that analysis to explain the "why" behind the trends.
Figures/Tables: They are referenced as "Figure 1," "Table 2," but the actual visuals are not included in the text provided. Ensure they are properly numbered, titled, and embedded.
Specific Corrections for Clarity and Concision
Introduction:
Paragraph 1, Sentence 1: "The global campaign against the poliomyelitis disease is marked with a major victory." → "The global polio eradication campaign has achieved major victories."
Paragraph 2: The sentence "In addition, regional eradication aspirations are contradicted by the case of North Central Nigeria." is awkward. → "However, eradication efforts in North Central Nigeria face unique challenges."
Eliminate redundant phrases like "This study argues that," "The study’s view is that." State your points directly.
Literature Review:
It is descriptive but not critical or synthesized. Re-structure it to build a logical argument: What is known about comms strategies (globally/nationally)? What works in similar contexts? What specific gaps exist for Niger State? This sets up your study.
References & Citations:
Many citations are to non-existent or placeholder sources (e.g., "World Bank, N. d", "Coverage Gaps, 2023", "Jelly et al., 2023"). This is a critical flaw. You must replace these with real, peer-reviewed references. Using fake citations is grounds for immediate rejection.
Ensure all in-text citations (e.g., Eze et al., 2025) are in the reference list and vice-versa.
Conclusion & Recommendations:
The conclusion should not introduce new arguments. It should succinctly answer the research objectives based on your findings.
Recommendations are good but should be directly tied to specific results. (e.g., Rec #2 on timing links to Table 2's low score on timing).
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