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	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, as early initiation of breastfeeding (EIBF) is a proven intervention that significantly reduces neonatal morbidity and mortality. Investigating mothers’ knowledge and attitudes provides essential insights into behavioral determinants that influence EIBF uptake, particularly in low-resource settings where sociocultural practices can strongly affect maternal decision-making. The study contributes meaningful context-specific evidence from Ghana, which can guide targeted health promotion strategies and strengthen postpartum counseling practices. Overall, the topic holds substantial value for clinicians, public health practitioners, and policymakers in maternal and newborn health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is appropriate and accurately reflects the primary variables and study setting. However, it may be further improved for scientific precision by including the study design.

Suggested improved title:

“Knowledge and Attitudes Toward Early Initiation of Breastfeeding Among Postpartum Mothers in a Tertiary Hospital in Tamale, Ghana: A Cross-sectional Study.”
	

	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 provides a general overview of the study but would benefit from refinement to enhance clarity and scientific completeness.

Suggested improvements:

1. Include key quantitative findings (e.g., prevalence of EIBF, percentage of mothers with adequate knowledge, proportion with positive attitudes).

2. Specify essential methodological details such as study design, sample size, sampling technique, and measurement tools.

3. The conclusion should extend beyond a summary and highlight the study’s implications for practice or policy.

4. Consider tightening the narrative to meet journal word limits while maintaining precision.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually relevant and addresses an important public health topic. However, several methodological and analytical areas need strengthening:

1. Provide more detail regarding instrument development, including validity and reliability measures.

2. Clearly describe the sampling strategy and justify the sample size.

3. Statistical analysis should include the rationale for each test performed and report confidence intervals or effect sizes where applicable.

4. The discussion section should be expanded to compare findings with a broader international literature base, not only regional or local studies.

5. Conclusions must align strictly with the results and avoid overgeneralization.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is relevant but would benefit from the inclusion of more recent and authoritative sources (within the last five years), particularly from WHO, UNICEF, and high-impact journals on maternal and newborn health.

Suggested references include:

1. WHO (2019–2022 updates) on early initiation of breastfeeding guidelines.

2. UNICEF & WHO Joint Reports (2021–2023) on global breastfeeding trends.

3. Recent empirical studies (2020–2023) examining determinants of EIBF in Sub-Saharan Africa.


	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable; however, a number of sentences exhibit grammatical inconsistencies, verbosity, or non-academic phrasing. A thorough English language editing preferably by a native-level academic editor is recommended to enhance clarity, coherence, and the scholarly tone required by international journals.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Tables should be made more self-explanatory, with clear titles and footnotes describing abbreviations or scoring systems.

2. Including a conceptual framework would strengthen the theoretical foundation of the study.

3. Recommendations should be more operational, clearly outlining actionable steps for healthcare workers and hospital administrators.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Dian Pratiwi, Politeknik Kesehatan Kementerian Kesehatan Manado, Indonesia
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


