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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 presents important epidemiological information from Northern Cameroon after the introduction of the rotavirus vaccine. Data from this region are limited, even though diarrheal diseases are very common. The study analyzes the prevalence of Group A rotavirus, age groups affected, nutritional status, and seasonal patterns several years after vaccination started. These findings help to better understand how rotavirus behaves in real-life, low-resource settings during the vaccine era. The results are useful for public health decision-making, monitoring vaccine impact, and planning diarrhea prevention programs in sub-Saharan Africa. The observed link between rotavirus infection and malnutrition is also important, as it shows the close relationship between infectious diseases and child nutrition and needs further research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is partly appropriate in terms of content, but it has grammatical weaknesses and lacks clear scientific focus. It also does not clearly mention the post-vaccination context, which is a key part of the study.
 Suggested titles:
1. Epidemiology and Seasonality of Group A Rotavirus Gastroenteritis in Children Under Five Years   After Vaccine Introduction in Garoua, Northern Cameroon
2. Post-Vaccine Circulation of Group A Rotavirus Among Children Under Five in Northern Cameroon: A Cross-Sectional Study
	

	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 organized and includes the study objectives, methods, main results, and conclusions. However, some points need clarification and revision.
Suggestions:
Clarify the contradiction about vaccination status, especially the high number of rotavirus-positive cases among vaccinated children versus the claim that vaccinated children were not infected.
Avoid using causal terms such as “risk factor” or statements suggesting responsibility for hospital admissions, because the study design is cross-sectional.
Briefly mention that using ELISA without genotyping limits conclusions about vaccine effectiveness.
remove or carefully explaining older global mortality figures to prevent exaggeration.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	      The study is based on a relevant scientific question and uses standard laboratory methods suitable for detecting rotavirus. However, several scientific issues must be addressed before acceptance:
Differences between the abstract, tables, and main text, especially regarding sex distribution and vaccination data.
Drawing strong conclusions about vaccine effectiveness and risk factors without an appropriate analytical design.
Limited statistical analysis, with over-reliance on simple analyses instead of multivariable methods.
In general, the study idea is scientifically sound, but clearer methods and more careful interpretation are needed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly appropriate and include WHO documents and African studies. However:
Some references are old and mainly from the pre-vaccine period.
More recent studies (from the past 5–7 years) on post-vaccine rotavirus surveillance and effectiveness in Africa should be added.
If statements about vaccine impact are kept, newer references discussing reduced vaccine performance in low-income settings should be cited.
	

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

	 A professional English editing is strongly advised to improve clarity, accuracy, and academic style.
	

	Optional/General comments

	  This study addresses an important public health problem and has the potential to contribute valuable information to the understanding of rotavirus epidemiology in Africa. However, inconsistencies in the data, limited statistical analysis, and overly strong interpretations currently reduce its overall scientific impact and strength.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	[bookmark: _GoBack]Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No major ethical issues are identified. The authors made it clear that ethical approval was obtained from the Ethics Committee of Kesmonds International Research Institute, and that written informed consent was obtained from parents or caregivers prior to participation. Confidentiality and voluntary participation are adequately addressed. The study involves minimal risk (stool sample collection) and complies with standard ethical principles for research involving children.
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