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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Abstract:

1.

Introduction in the abstract should be a brief background of the study. But the
authors stated a study setting as an introductory statement.

2. Please check the main work as per the attached to correct the simple grammatical
errors

3. Under the results, list some of factors the mothers need to meet to practice KMC.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Please consider utilising the services of English experts to proofread your work due
to the following issues
a. Word choices
b. Punctuations in compound or complex sentences
c. Passive voice misuse
d. Wordy sentences
e. Unclear sentences etc.

2. The background of the study did not cover much information on KMC, especially, in
Africa, for that matter, Ghana. | wish the author (s) could review some literature to
address that in the background/introduction

Optional/General comments

1. The topic is interesting and insightful.

2. The abstract provided a good representation of what was in the manuscript, except
those maternal criteria for KMC should be listed

3. Indicate the sample used for the study to arrive at saturation in the abstract

4. The research questions have been explored by selecting appropriate study design.

5. Prior studies have been discussed in detail and comparison made with the current
findings and with proper citations.

6. The limitations of the study seem to be missing.

7. There were so many grammatical errors such as; passive voice misuse,
punctuations in compound/complex sentence, among others things. Please seek
for proofreading services

8. Itis a good contribution to the body of knowledge.

9. Job well done.

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment /Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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