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	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 manuscript important for the scientific community because it identifies key barriers to childhood vaccination in Anbar province, a region with limited prior research on this topic. By highlighting the factors such as maternal education, economic status, and maternal age, the study provides evidence that can inform targeted public health interventions. The findings help fill a gap in the literature and support efforts to improve vaccination rates and reduce preventable diseases in underserved areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the main variables studied and the focus area.
For more clarity and conciseness, it should be revised as “"Determinants of Childhood Vaccination Coverage: The Roles of Maternal Education, Employment, Residence, and Economic Status in Anbar Province".
	

	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.


	· To add specific results, such as percentages and p-values, to highlight significant associations.

· To clearly describe the methodology by including the sample size and data analysis techniques (Chi-square, SPSS).

· To enhance the conclusion with direct, actionable recommendations based on the findings.

· To eliminate repetitive information in the objectives and background, and revise the background for clarity and conciseness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct overall, using appropriate design, analysis, and clear presentation of results. 

Some minor improvements are needed for more detail and clarity, but the conclusions are supported by the data and align with research objectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient and include several recent (2021–2025) and relevant studies from both global and regional perspectives.
	

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


	· To revise the following sentence in the result of the abstract. “Low maternal level of education, low economic status of the families, and low maternal age are recorded as possible causes of incomplete childhood vaccinations in this study.”
· To ensure the consistent use of the term “Maternal job. Divided into 2 groups: housewives or employees” as mentioned in Table 3 like “housewife, employee”.

· To correct “METHADOLOGY” into “METHODOLOTY”.

· To consider professional language editing for publication readiness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· This manuscript addresses an important gap in the understanding of factors affecting childhood vaccination coverage in Anbar province. 

· The study design and statistical approach are appropriate for the research questions posed. The findings have practical relevance for public health planning and offer valuable recommendations for future interventions. 

· To further enhance the manuscript, careful language editing is recommended.

· Overall, the manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to public health research in resource-limited and conflict-affected settings.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Yes, the manuscript stated the ethical issues as follow. “Ethical consideration; Ethical approval was taken from the Anbar research committee , informed consent was taken orally from all participants after explaining to them the purpose of the study and its benefit , and also a promise was made to them that their data would not be disclosed.”
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