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	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 and timely issue at the intersection of artificial intelligence, public health communication, and global health equity. By exploring how AI-powered conversational agents (chatbots) can be adapted to combat vaccine hesitancy in low-resource African contexts, the study contributes to the growing discourse on technology-enabled public health interventions. It provides valuable insights into culturally adaptive AI design, multilingual implementation, and low-bandwidth accessibility – topics that are underrepresented in current literature. The proposed multimodal framework represents a novel and pragmatic contribution to the field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is concise, informative, and clearly conveys the scope of the research.
Suggested minor refinement (optional):

“Leveraging AI-Powered Conversational Agents to Mitigate Vaccine Hesitancy in Low-Resource African Contexts: A Public Health Framework.”
	

	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.


	Yes. The abstract clearly presents the research problem, objectives, methodology, and key findings.
Minor suggestion: Consider including one quantitative reference (e.g., “an estimated X% increase in comprehension or engagement”) to emphasize impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is conceptually coherent, methodologically sound, and demonstrates a good understanding of both AI and public health paradigms. The qualitative review design and the proposed pilot study are appropriate for exploratory research of this type. Figures and tables are relevant and strengthen the narrative.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript cites relevant sources, though a stronger inclusion of recent AI and public health communication studies (2022–2024) would improve scholarly depth. Suggested additions might include recent WHO or GSMA reports on digital health equity and chatbot ethics in low-resource contexts.
	

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


	Generally yes. The language is clear and academic, though some sections could benefit from stylistic refinement for conciseness and consistency. Minor grammatical corrections are needed, particularly in the introductory and discussion sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-organized, with logical progression from problem statement to conclusions. The inclusion of visual elements (figures and tables) enhances clarity. Ethical and sociocultural implications are adequately discussed, though the “Limitations and Future Research” section could further highlight potential challenges in data governance and user consent. Overall, the paper is scientifically relevant and suitable for publication after minor revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No significant ethical issues are identified. The study maintains an appropriate ethical stance, emphasizing informed consent, data privacy, and cultural sensitivity in AI deployment.
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