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Compulsory REVISION comments

The authors are advised to revise their background and try to focus on the aim of the
study as much as possible. Most of the information given is about breastfeeding but
not much is given about the science and the idea behind combining the foods they
are studying

Results in tables 2,3 and 4 should be revised. It is not clear why results in each
column have similar standard deviation. This raises a very grave concern that
perhaps the authors analysed only one sample!! This will require a thorough
explanation before the paper can be published

Be sure of the referencing style you are using. The current form you have is mixed
up and confusing

Minor REVISION comments

The conclusion part of the abstract should be thoroughly revised. It does not communicate
anything.
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