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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 study provides critical insights into the persistent gaps in yellow fever immunization within Nigeria’s high-risk North East region. By identifying specific structural and behavioral barriers, such as lack of site awareness and vaccine hesitancy, it offers actionable evidence for public health officials to design targeted interventions. Furthermore, the findings highlight how conflict and socioeconomic inequities compound disease vulnerability, making this manuscript essential for global health researchers working in resource-constrained or unstable settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is descriptive but lacks the country's name, which is vital for global indexing. Adding "Nigeria" improves searchability and clarifies the specific geographic context of the study.

Alternative Title:

Yellow Fever Vaccination in North East Nigeria: Coverage, Uptake, and Barriers to Achieving Optimal Immunization Rates.


	

	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 comprehensive, covering the objective, methods, results, and conclusion. However, adding the specific 80% WHO coverage threshold would better contextualize the "suboptimal" findings.

Suggested Improvements

· Specify the Target: Mention that the WHO recommends 80% coverage, making the reported 57% clearly inadequate.

· Clarify Methodology: Briefly note the multistage cluster sampling to strengthen the perceived rigor of the 563-person survey.

· Highlight Insecurity: Explicitly list conflict-related displacement as a barrier in the abstract, as it is a unique regional factor.

· Data Consistency: Ensure the sample size in the abstract (563) aligns with the methodology's selection (650) to avoid confusion.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

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

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Statistical Alignment: There is a discrepancy between the calculated sample size using Taro Yamane’s formula ($n = 65,000$) and the actual study sample ($n = 563$ or $650$). The author should clarify how the representative proportion was determined to ensure statistical validity.

· Methodological Clarification: The abstract reports 563 participants, while the methodology mentions 650 and the results table suggests a total $N$ of 563 (347 vaccinated/216 unvaccinated). These figures must be synchronized throughout the document.

· Thematic Depth: While "conflict-related displacement" is mentioned as a barrier (16%) , the discussion could be strengthened by further exploring how insecurity specifically disrupts the cold chain infrastructure mentioned in the introduction.

· Citation Formatting: Ensure all internal citations (e.g., [1], [2-3]) strictly follow the journal's preferred style guide, as some references in the discussion appear as double brackets (e.g., [[9-10]]).

· Visual Data Presentation: Table 1 and Table 2 should include clear units and defined headers. For instance, "X" and "Sd" should be written out as "Mean ($\bar{x}$)" and "Standard Deviation (SD)" for professional clarity.

· Geographic Context: Adding "Nigeria" to the title and keywords would significantly improve the manuscript's discoverability in global scientific databases.

· Policy Relevance: The conclusion effectively identifies the need for mobile clinics; adding a brief mention of the "One Health" approach or specific local government collaborations could enhance the practical utility of the recommendations.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	no

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	no
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	no
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7.7
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