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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 contributes significantly to the field of public health by examining the role of various information sources in shaping immunization awareness among mothers. The findings have practical implications for improving the effectiveness of immunization campaigns and outreach programs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	minor improvements in phrasing can enhance clarity. 

Suggested revision: 'Role of Information Sources in Immunization Awareness: A Study in Kanpur District, U.P.'


	

	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 seems fine  but lacks structural clarity. It is recommended to organize it under distinct headings such as Background, Objectives, Methods, Results, and Conclusion. Additionally, some grammatical errors are also there and typographical errors should be corrected.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of research design, data collection, and basic statistical analysis. 

However, more detailed interpretations of statistical outputs (such as inclusion of p-values and clarification of regression relationships) are advised

Professional language is strongly recommended


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Inclusion of more recent studies (post-2015) from peer-reviewed journals would strengthen the credibility and relevance of the manuscript.


	

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


	It contains multiple grammatical issues that may hinder comprehension. Professional language editing is strongly recommended to enhance readability.
	

	Other comments :

Methodology 
	Clarify how “scoring” was done—what was scored? Was it knowledge? Practices? Awareness. Describe the scoring system used and clarify how responses were categorized 
	

	Discussion 
	Some outdated references (e.g., 1989) used to compare findings try to add recent literature for stronger relevance. Kindly   expand discussion to include limitations, and comparisons with recent studies.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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