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	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 a highly relevant public health issue by exploring the use of AI chatbots to tackle vaccine hesitancy in African low-resource settings. It contributes significantly to the scientific community by focusing on culturally and linguistically adaptive AI solutions that could improve vaccine literacy and uptake. The combination of a thorough literature review and a proposed pilot study framework offers both theoretical and practical value, potentially guiding future AI-health interventions in similar contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and accurately reflects the content and scope of the manuscript.
	

	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 but could benefit from briefly mentioning the pilot study’s geographic focus and the multimodal approach (text, voice, visuals) to highlight innovation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and technically correct with a well-structured qualitative review methodology and a clear framework proposal. However, empirical evaluation through the pilot remains a future step.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and up to date. Inclusion of more recent work on indigenous language dataset development and low-tech chatbot interfaces could improve comprehensiveness.
	

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


	The manuscript’s English quality is suitable for scholarly communication with minor typographical errors that can be corrected in copyediting.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript handles ethical and cultural considerations well. Expanding the discussion on overcoming technological barriers like feature phone prevalence would strengthen the practical applicability of the solutions proposed.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No obvious ethical issues are detected. The manuscript emphasizes ethical data handling and cultural sensitivity.
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