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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 
 

Article title: The title is clear, however it needs to be shortened if possible. 
 
Abstract  
Introduction: If possible, researcher to open with a statement focused on the phenomenon 
of interest under study highlighting significance of exclusive breastfeeding.  
Methodology  
Research design statement can fall under materials and methods.  
 
Full Text Article 
Second paragraph, first sentence where it ends with the word “foreign” needs 
acknowledgement.  
Methodology:   
There is need to justify choice of design and study sites. 
Data Analysis: 
Well done 
Results 
To find possibility of reporting demographic characteristics with p values  to reduce number 
of tables  
Discussion: 
Discussion is very informative and well structured, however the researcher needs to be 
more integrative by attending to  the following issues: 
What is the implication of good awareness on EBF by participants apart from it tallying or 
contradicting with previous researchers? What assumptions can be derived from these 
findings and their implication on improving EBF rates 
If the researcher can be more integrative with critical study variables for example what 
could be the significance of EBFI rate of 42% in this study? What could be the possible 
reasons behind variations with such settings like Nigeria? 
References 
Researcher to adhere to the referencing format recommended by the journal in question 
Conflict of interest to be spelt out 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Researcher to attend to minor grammatical areas  punctuation on some areas of the article 
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Well written article with minor amendments 
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