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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Assessing the rate of vaccine hesitancy is important for tackling infectious disease epidemic, pandemics or vaccine preventable diseases that are endemic in populations. Thus, the manuscript and the objectives the study hoped to achieve is important to the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable
	

	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 and the entire background, statement of the problem and justification were not written to address the objectives of the study in a concise and scientific way. The author was writing as though COVID 19 is a pandemic occurring currently (the tenses used were not describing the events well), and evidence stated were more on the issues around the vaccine not vaccine hesitancy. 
A proper literature review is hereby needed to highlight the prevalence of global, regional and local vaccine hesitancy during the pandemic and maybe in relation to other vaccines that are being affected by vaccine hesitancy. This should be written in a concise and precise manner to highlight issues pertaining to COVID 19, Covid vaccine and in relation to the time the study was done and is being published.

In addition, there were major issues with the methodology section. The study area was all about the geographical location and had nothing on the study area and why it is fit to give a representative data for the study’s internal and external validity. The no of participants stated to be recruited in the methods did not tally with that reported in the result. 

The results were poorly reported, lacking clarity of the observations found. Its presentation (the tables and charts) should be improved so that they are clear and easily understandable.

The discussion needs to reviewed in other to relate findings of the study with similar studies and 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	To answer the kind of research question posed by the study, it may have been better to have carried out a qualitative study, because of its inherent ability to delve into discovering and unpacking the various factors that may affect vaccine hesitancy among a select group, in this case health workers. However, a quantitative study may suffice if there a great attempt to fill the questionnaire with questions that can potentially give same information especially if the questionnaire was formed following a similar study. 
This study attempted to do same, so the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent, but more literature review is needed (as in the earlier comments)
	

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


	The tone, tenses and precision of the study needs to be improved on.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	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)
	5
The authors need to do major revisions as outlined above and reviewed again before publication.
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