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Compulsory REVISION comments

The journal requires the references to be in Vancouver style

“Mead Johnson Company” should be changed to “Mead Johnson and Company” or
“Mead Johnson Nutrition” to fit the official name

There is no need for all the brand names to be in capitals e.g. “COWBELL”

How can the “estimated population of over 500,000 as at 2007” if the paper is
published in 2006? And where is this paper in the reference list? Is there no estimate
which is more recent?

Many references e.g. “IOM, 2010, “Ayoade, 1983”, “lyaka, 2007”, “Buzallaf et al.,
2004”, Ayivoret al., 2011” are missing from the reference list. Please ensurre all
references mentioned in the text are included.

In Results and Discussion “There were significant different (P<0.05) across the
selected infant formulae sample for” should be changed to “There were significant
differences (P<0.05) across the selected infant formulae samples for”

Minor REVISION comments

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

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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