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correct the manuscript 

and highlight that part 

in the manuscript. It is 
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feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION 

comments 

 

1. There is no need to put statistics about diarrhoeal diseases in the abstract (line 9 to line 11), because these statistics are 

already presented in the introduction section. 

2. The spelling of the word Introduction (line 41) should be corrected as the letter (I) is missed. 

3. Line 48, the word (contribute) should be followed by (to). 

4. At line 53, the abbreviation of exclusive breastfeeding (EBF) should be written for the first time it appears in the study. 

5. Line 62, the statement (The benefit of EBF extends…) should be changed to The benefits of EBF extend….).  

6. The significance to conduct your study should be emphasized; in other words, why it is important to do this study? What 

would it add to the existing literature???). 

7. Line 76: the abbreviations (PHCs) should be written for the first time completely (it stand for what???? Primary health 

centres, or primary health clinics….). 

8. Line 83, I think that, the study participants should be consisted of (parents or carers of infants aged 0 to 12 months) and 

not the opposite (infants aged 0 to 12 whose parents or carers….) because you collect your data by doing interview with 

parents or carers and not with infants. 

9. The inclusion and exclusion criteria to participate in the study should be discussed, for example (what if the infants have 

other gastrointestinal problems such as food malabsorption, celiac disease, or other disorders that are associated with 

diarrhoea). 

10. Line 85, regarding the study instrument which is a pre-tested semi-structured questionnaire, it should be emphasized 

more about the psychometric proprieties of this tool such as its validity and reliability, if it was examined by a panel of 

experts or not, and if its questions were derived from literature that discussed similar topics. 

11. Line 112, the word (children) should be removed as you conducted your interviews with mothers only. 

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

1. At the conclusion section, please add more recommendations for health care providers including how to 

encourage mothers to exclusively breastfeed their infants, the benefits of EBF for both mothers and infants. In 

addition you can add recommendations for policy makers such as to increase maternal leave period.  
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