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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 study is important for public health, especially in countries with fewer resources, where rotavirus still makes many children sick even with vaccines available. The study shows data from the community after the rotavirus vaccine was introduced in Nigeria. These results can help health workers, policymakers, and program managers plan better vaccination and health education programs
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is mostly good and shows the main topic. But to make it clearer that the study only shows associations (not cause and effect), it could be changed to: “Factors Associated with Uptake of Rotavirus Vaccination among Mothers of Children Under Five in Umuahia North, Abia State.”
	

	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 mostly complete. It tells the background, methods, results, and conclusion. But it should explain the study design and how data was analyzed. Also, it should not use words that suggest cause; results should show only associations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study asks an important question and uses a suitable cross-sectional design. But it has some weaknesses: it does not explain clearly how participants were chosen, the questionnaire was not checked for accuracy, and only simple analysis was used without adjusting for other factors. These should be fixed to make the study stronger.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are enough and include recent studies. But repeated references should be removed, and all references should be in the same format. Adding recent WHO or regional reports on vaccination could make it stronger.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is mostly understandable but needs editing. Some sentences are long or repeated, especially in the discussion. Shorter, clearer sentences will improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This study is important for policy, but big changes are needed. Methodology should be clear, analysis should be stronger, and conclusions should match the study results. A limitations section should be added.
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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?
	No major ethical issues are identified. Ethical approval and informed consent are mentioned. However, the authors should provide complete ethical approval details, including the approval reference number and date, to enhance transparency.
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