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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The researchers present the results of a study on a very important subject, particularly the role of Information Sources in Postpartum depression Help-Seeking. The findings of this study are expected to generate data that will aid in the improvement of Postpartum Depression    management policies in women as well as the development of prevention interventions for P
postpartum depression management. This study also analyzed the Information Sources influencing Postpartum Depression Help-Seeking pathways among postpartum women and gaps on Postpartum Depression Help-Seeking and will help to develop utilization guidelines and interventions to decrease deaths due to PPD among Postpartum women. The vulnerability of women to Postpartum depression is well documented, as is the Information Sources influencing Postpartum depression pathways among women in reducing Postpartum depression and saving mothers and fetuses. The manuscript also addresses one of the important aspects of evaluating the efficiency of Postpartum depression prevention measures.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable
	

	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.


	Yes, it is comprehensive.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	      Yes, it is scientifically correct

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	       The authors used few references.
	

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


	         Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	First of all, the authors must be appreciated for their efforts. However, the manuscript in the present form contains some of the minor concerns, addressing which may benefit to the overall clarity and representation of the paper which is limited at the moment.

· Nonstandard acronyms and abbreviations should not be used or they must be in their expanded form in their first use. 

· The results and the discussion section ought to be kept apart, and the discussion part also requires intensive revision.
· Recommendation part is also missed – whom do you recommend and what do you recommend for this particular study?

Updated additional references must be used as a source because your references were few and some of them (4.6,7,10) were dated 10 years back and there were also so many updated sources even less than 5 years to be used for references. It is also better to use Vancouver referencing styles for health science researches.
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