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The manuscript is well-written and addresses an important topic. The major issue is the over-interpretation of findings and conclusions attributed to the intervention since no control group was included. Therefore, the effectiveness of the intervention remains unanswered. Both nursing homes improved similarly (35 percentage points in NH1 and 29 pp in NH2, respectively), but also, is likely that in the winter season there is more awareness about Vit D supplementations and therefore increased their prescription. 
No data is presented on the main baseline characteristics of both nursing homes. The authors only mention where the GP was ascribed. Consider adding a table with the main characteristics. 
It is not clear why do they choose to evaluate the intervention at week 20? If you are looking for higher adherence, a long-term perspective is desirable. Please, discuss the rationale behind week 20 as a target timeline.
The authors stated that the most relevant barriers were targeted during the intervention but It is not clear why did they not gather data on the consumption of the supplementation?. 
