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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 study provides valuable qualitative insights into the knowledge and attitudes of puerperal mothers toward early initiation of breastfeeding (EIB) in a tertiary hospital setting in northern Ghana, a region with historically low documented EIB rates. It highlights relatively high awareness and positive attitudes compared to many other low-resource settings, while identifying persistent misconceptions (especially around colostrum colour and appearance) that can inform targeted interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Better mention type of study? a qualitative exploratory-descriptive 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.
	Results section: Add a brief note on the sample (n=15) and that data saturation was achieved.
Conclusion: The statement “Their knowledge about the importance of feeding colostrum… exceeds findings in some developing countries” is too strong for a sample of only 15 educated, urban mothers in a teaching hospital; rephrase to “appears higher than reported in some other developing-country studies” to avoid overgeneralisation.
Include one sentence on key barriers/misconceptions (e.g., perception of colostrum as “dirty”) to balance the largely positive tone.
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Core recent references (WHO 2018, Victora/Lancet 2016, NEOVITA studies) are present and appropriate.
A few older citations (e.g., 1997, 2006) are still relevant classics, which is acceptable
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