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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 addresses an important and timely issue. Childhood illness in Nigeria remains one of the highest contributors to under-five mortality worldwide, and the authors correctly situate the problem in its socioeconomic context. The manuscript will be valuable for policymakers, researchers, and practitioners, especially because it synthesizes diverse evidence sources and aligns them with the WHO Social Determinants of Health framework. The policy recommendations, if refined, could serve as a practical guide for intervention design.

The review highlights how structural inequities, poverty, maternal education, healthcare access, food insecurity, and sociocultural practices drive childhood illness. It contributes to existing literature by focusing on Nigeria while linking findings to broader global health debates. This evidence synthesis is critical for designing equity-focused interventions and advancing SDG 3.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, descriptive, and aligned with the manuscript content. No change needed.

	

	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 and well structured. However, it could be slightly tightened to better highlight the methods (e.g., SANRA scoring results, if available) and the originality of this review compared with previous work.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The conceptual framework is appropriate, and the determinants are clearly analyzed. However, the manuscript sometimes repeats points across sections (especially on poverty and maternal education). Streamlining these discussions would strengthen clarity and readability.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and largely sufficient. However, there is some over-reliance on UNICEF and NDHS reports. The manuscript could benefit from including more peer-reviewed primary studies on interventions in Nigeria (e.g., RCTs on cash transfers, community health insurance models).
	

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


	The language is mostly suitable for scholarly communication, but the writing is occasionally verbose and repetitive. Some sentences could be simplified for clarity. Minor copyediting would improve flow.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The policy recommendations section is strong, but it could benefit from clearer prioritization (short-term vs. long-term strategies).
- Figures and tables are appropriate, but the conceptual framework could be visually improved for readability.
- Consider condensing the discussion to avoid repetition and sharpen the focus on equity implications.
The manuscript is scientifically robust, relevant, and clearly presented. With some tightening of language, reduction of redundancy, and slightly stronger integration of recent peer-reviewed studies, it would be suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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