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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The article is accessible. However, the analysis has been simplified. 
Assessing the variables separately, the importance of the results is diminished. 
Thus, it is suggested to improve the analysis. 
The variables (attitude and knowledge, for example), as well as their respective indicators (or even influences) can be 
related.   
 
Besides, there are many authors who have addressed knowledge and attitude. Nevertheless, the authors didn’t explain the 
concept of these variables. So, it is suggested to explain these variables and respective influences. 
 
Because the authors didn’t explain the model (variable, indicators, and respective relations of influence), some statements 
may be questionable (e.g. Mothers’ knowledge, practice, and beliefs regarding complementary feeding play key role in baby’s 
growth and development”). 
 
The conclusion should be expanded, and it can include practical implications and limitations. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The text needs to be revised. 
 
“RESULTS: Out of the 250 participant, 220 (88%) completed questionnaire completely and validly, …”  – it’s not clear. 

 
References are weak points. 
Furthermore, it is suggested to unify the formatting of references, in accordance with the standards for publication. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Breastfeeding is a crucial issue for human survival, and therefore cuts across all countries. So, congratulations for choosing this 
specific theme! 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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