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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)

	
	[bookmark: Comments_of_the_Reviewers]Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	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.
	· Addresses an important global health issue: pediatric tuberculosis in a high-burden setting.
· Provides locally generated data from Cameroon, an underrepresented region in research literature.
· Highlights trends in BCG vaccination and childhood TB over five years.
· Supports the value of linking immunization data with disease surveillance.
· Draws attention to children under five as a high-risk vulnerable population.
· May help guide future policies on vaccination continuity, early diagnosis, and TB control.
	





[bookmark: PART_2.1_(Objective_Evaluation)]PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	[bookmark: Rating_of_the_Reviewers]Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Suggested better title:
“Bacillus Calmette-Guérin Vaccination Coverage and Pediatric Tuberculosis Trends Among Children Aged 0–5 Years at Buea Regional Hospital, Cameroon: A Retrospective Record Review, 2020–2024”
	


Review Form (Research)
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	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	[bookmark: 2._Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_compre]2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· Please update “significant cause of illness and death” to “major cause of morbidity and mortality”
· Please correct inconsistency: prevalence “rose gradually… and dropped to 0.76% in 2022” although
0.76 is higher than 0.23
· Please clearly define the denominators used for TB prevalence and BCG coverage
· [bookmark: 3._Are_the_keywords_appropriate_and_usef]Please specify the criteria or methods used to confirm TB cases.
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Please replace the broad keyword “Pediatric” with “Pediatric Tuberculosis”
	

	[bookmark: 4._Is_the_background_information_of_the_]4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· Please briefly discuss other determinants such as HIV, malnutrition, delayed diagnosis, and healthcare access.
· You can strengthen the Introduction context. Suggestion: “Pediatric TB remains frequently underdiagnosed and under-reported in this region owing to limited healthcare access, delayed diagnosis, centralized treatment at higher-level facilities, and insufficient awareness among caregivers and healthcare workers [8]. Vaccination remains one of the most cost-effective public health interventions, substantially reducing infectious disease burden, strengthening health system resilience, and progressively shifting healthcare from a reactive protection model toward a
[bookmark: 5._Are_the_research_objectives/hypothese]proactive prevention-focused strategy (https://doi.org/10.7759/cureus.60551)”
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale:
[bookmark: 6._Is_the_literature_review_relevant_and]5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Satisfactory
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Satisfactory
	

	[bookmark: 7._Is_the_research_methodology_appropria]7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· Please specify whether data source was paper registers, electronic databases
· Please define the denominator for TB prevalence calculations
· Please define “suspected TB,” “screened TB,” and “confirmed TB” using national or WHO criteria
· [bookmark: 8._Were_ethical_issues_properly_addresse]Please specify study timeline clearly: data collection period 2025 versus observation period 2020–2024
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Good
· Please add a brief statement confirming secure storage duration, restricted access procedures, and compliance with applicable national data protection requirements
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· Please improve clarity by correcting numerical inconsistencies, defining all denominators, fixing formatting issues, and presenting annual counts alongside percentages
· Please clarify whether 2020 truly had zero confirmed pediatric TB cases from a known tested denominator, or whether TB examination data for 2020 were entirely unavailable.
· Please define the numerator and denominator for annual TB prevalence
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· Please improve table and figure clarity by correcting formatting problems, inconsistent totals, incomplete labels, missing figure numbering, and unclear denominators
· Please correct the numerical inconsistency in Table 2 by revising the table title from N = 44 to N = 42, as the summed treatment outcome categories equal 42 and match the confirmed cases reported in the text.
· Figures 1 and 2 in the manuscript ensure their data accurately match the results described in the text
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· Please strengthen the proposed interpretation linking the 2022 vaccination decline to the 2023 TB increase by utilizing the available individual-level data to report the BCG vaccination status of the 42 confirmed TB cases and compare yearly proportions of unvaccinated cases, rather than relying only on aggregate temporal trends.
· You can strengthen the multifactorial explanation of declining vaccination coverage during the pandemic period. Suggestion: “The decline in vaccination coverage observed in 2022 likely reflects disruptions attributable to the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic, which
severely interrupted routine immunization services globally, including in sub-Saharan Africa [2]. This
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	explanation may be further contextualized by evidence from a multi-country review conducted during the pandemic, which reported particularly low vaccine acceptance in Cameroon (15%), suggesting that hesitancy and reduced public confidence may also have
influenced immunization uptake during this period (https://doi.org/10.2147/JMDH.S347669)”
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· Please revise the conclusion to describe the BCG coverage and pediatric TB findings as highly variable and fluctuating across the study years, rather than as overall increasing trends, since the presented data show marked year-to-year volatility with sharp rises and declines. Suggestion: “Overall, BCG vaccination coverage and hospital-recorded pediatric tuberculosis rates showed marked year-to-year fluctuations during 2020–2024, highlighting potential variability in immunization continuity, healthcare access,
surveillance systems, and other factors influencing childhood TB burden in this setting”
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	· Please expand limitations section to include additional important limitations such as the single-center retrospective design, unclear prevalence denominators, possible record inaccuracies, and inability to establish causality from temporal trends
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	Satisfactory
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	· Please ensure English proofreading is completed to maintain grammatical consistency, avoid spelling mistakes, tense consistency, and ensure a uniform, concise academic tone throughout the text.
· Please ensure consistent and precise use of terminology throughout the manuscript, correcting any wording that unintentionally alters meaning or overstates findings
· Please ensure that the in-text citation and reference list follow journal formatting guidelines
	





[bookmark: PART_2.2_(Subjective_Evaluation)]PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	[bookmark: Reviewer’s_comment]Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Suggested better title:
[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]“Bacillus Calmette-Guérin Vaccination Coverage and Pediatric Tuberculosis Trends Among Children Aged 0–5 Years at Buea Regional Hospital, Cameroon: A Retrospective Record Review, 2020–2024”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Please improve the abstract by clearly defining the study denominators, specifying TB confirmation methods, correcting inconsistent trend statements, and aligning the conclusion with the descriptive
[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically_correct]retrospective design.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct?
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Please strengthen scientific rigor by clarifying methodology, correcting numerical inconsistencies, defining annual prevalence calculations, adding
appropriate statistical trend analyses, and avoiding causal interpretations
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent?
(YES or NO)
If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
	No
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):

	
	Author’s Feedback

	The manuscript requires major revision as per the review comments provided.
All suggestions offered, including relevant literature additions, are intended solely to support and enhance the scientific rigor and overall clarity of the manuscript.
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