
Review Form 3
	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Nursing and Health 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRNH_150424

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Impact of maternal education, maternal  job, residence, and family economic status on childhood vaccination in Anbar province

	Type of the Article
	


[bookmark: _Hlk171324449][bookmark: _Hlk170903434]
	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 of significant importance as it is the first public research conducted in Anbar province to specifically address the determinants of incomplete childhood vaccinations. By providing empirical data on how maternal education, economic status, and age impact immunization coverage, the findings offer a vital roadmap for health authorities to design targeted interventions in similar socio-economic contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly lists the primary variables investigated—maternal education, job, residence, and family economic status—and specifies the geographical focus.
	

	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 and follows a logical structure: background, objectives, methodology, results, and conclusion . It effectively summarizes the total number of participants (1,816) and the key risk factors identified.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It utilizes a cross-sectional comparative study design and employs appropriate statistical analysis (Chi-square test via SPSS 26.0) with a standard significance level (P ≤ 0.05).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and very recent, with several citations from 2024 and 2025. This demonstrates that the study is well-integrated with the latest global and local literature on immunization.
	

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

	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are minor typos (e.g., “METHADOLOGY” instead of “METHODOLOGY” and “collage” instead of “college”) that should be corrected during the revision process
	

	Optional/General comments

	Table Formatting: Ensure that the P-values are clearly indicated for each table to match the descriptions in the Results section.

Typographical Errors: Please perform a thorough spell-check. Specifically, correct "METHADOLOGY" in the section header and "collage" in the education levels.

Discussion Enrichment: While you found residence and maternal job to be non-significant , it would be beneficial to add a sentence comparing these specific findings with the cited literature from other regions (e.g., Indonesia or Ethiopia) to highlight the unique local context of Anbar.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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