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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 addresses an important public health issue, particularly in low- and middle-income countries where HPV-related cancers remain highly prevalent. The study provides useful insights into caregiver knowledge, perceptions, and attitudes toward HPV vaccination in the post-rollout era in Nigeria. Understanding these perceptions is critical for improving vaccine uptake and guiding public health education strategies. The findings also highlight the need for broader gender-neutral HPV education and vaccination policies, which may contribute to reducing the overall burden of HPV-related diseases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title reflects the focus of the study and captures the key variables investigated. However, it may be slightly shortened for clarity.
Suggested alternative title: “Caregiver Perceptions of HPV Vaccination in Port Harcourt: Implications for Gender-Neutral Health Education in the Post-Rollout Era.”
	

	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 summarizes the background, methods, results, and conclusions appropriately. However, a few improvements are recommended:
Include the study design explicitly (cross-sectional study).
Mention the study setting clearly (University of Port Harcourt Teaching Hospital).
Include key statistical findings or percentages to strengthen the results section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and addresses an important research question. The methodology, including the cross-sectional design and questionnaire-based data collection, is appropriate for assessing caregiver perceptions. The use of descriptive and inferential statistics is acceptable.
However, some issues should be addressed:
The knowledge scoring method (poor, moderate, good) is not adequately explained in the methodology.
Some tables show inconsistent totals that require clarification.
The sample size calculation should explain the margin of error more clearly.
Some interpretations in the discussion appear stronger than the data supports and should be slightly moderated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include both regional and international studies. The inclusion of recent literature (2024–2026) strengthens the manuscript.
However, the authors should:
Ensure consistent referencing style.
Verify duplicate citations (reference 9 and 15 appear to be the same study).
Add a few recent global HPV vaccination policy papers to strengthen the discussion on gender-neutral vaccination.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate language editing. Several grammatical errors, punctuation inconsistencies, and sentence structure issues are present throughout the manuscript. Careful proofreading or professional language editing is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is scientifically sound and addresses an important public health issue, but minor revisions are required in methodology clarification, table presentation, and language editing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical concerns were identified. The manuscript states that ethical approval was obtained from the University of Port Harcourt Teaching Hospital Research and Ethics Committee, which is appropriate for the study design.
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