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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 study will help illuminate the scientific community on the importance of the source of information in children's vaccination.

This is the basis of vaccine hesitancy if it does not come from the most reliable source.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.
	No. The summary contains more than 300 words. The abstract must contain 250 to 300 words. The type of study is not specified in the abstract. To include.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.


	No. The introduction does not show what has already been done by other researchers on the subject. No references were cited in the introduction.

The section on materials and methods is poorly presented. The authors must specify the materials and methods of their study:

Material: study framework and study population

Methods: Type and period of study, sample size, sampling, inclusion and exclusion criteria, variables of interest (dependent variable and independent variables), data collection (techniques and data collection instrument), data analysis, and ethical considerations.
Please separate the results from the discussion to adhere to the universal structure of a scientific paper (IMRaD: Introduction, Materials and Methods, Results, and Discussion).
Write Table 1 and not Table number 1.
Remove the column "S1.No). Remove the total row

Compare the study's results with previous works. If possible, highlight the consistent and inconsistent results while explaining the difference.
Support your results with references.
Specify the limitations of your study.

After the conclusion, please specify the following:

· Declaration of links of interest, 

· Authors' contributions and responsibilities, 

· Funding


	

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


	No. The list of your references is insufficient for a scientific article. These references are outdated and are not even cited in the work. Please update your references. Use the Vancouver style.


	

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


	I will reserve my judgment because English is not my native language.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors must comply with the journal's recommendations. They must follow the general guidelines of scientific publications in the health field. We recommend that authors read other articles on the vaccination of children under 5 years old.
We recommend that authors read other articles on vaccination for children under 5 years old.
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