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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 
 

It is a very interesting article and can contribute a lot to the practice of breastfeeding. I 
suggest that the authors make the following corrections: 
 
1. Materials and Methods: What is PHC? 
2. Results: all tables should be presented with 236 participants. 
3. Table 1. Include Years in variable “age” 
    Table 2: include caption = SAR 
4. Discussion: the references must be included in the order of entry in the text. 
5. References: all references must be reviewed and submitted in accordance with the 
journal's standards. 
 

Thanks  for valuable comments  
 
1-PHC : primary health centers  
2-total of participants was 499 but not all hear about self expressed breast 
(156) 
And who have knowledge(343) and had practice (236)   
 
3 – agreed & Revised  
4- agreed & Revised 
5-agreed & Revised 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
 
Kindly see the following link:  
 
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 


