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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 
 

 
The theme of this paper is a good one, I must compliment the authors on that.  
 
Chinese, Korean, Cambodian and Indian are the communities mentioned and the 
reader is given to expect that the review will look into these four communities. 
However, among these, very little information is given on the Indian community. And 
the others also have piecemeal info.  
 
I do understand that the articles looked into may not have looked into the same 
parameters, perhaps it would be better to mention that clearly where appropriate, as 
otherwise, the reader comes off with a feeling of having been given only incomplete 
or minimal information. Or the authors can opt to stick to only whichever 
communities they have looked into in detail 
 
Table 2 – the heading needs to be reworked. 
 
 

 
Thank you for your thoughtful comments and suggestions. We have carefully 
considered all the issues brought to our attention and made necessary 
changes point by point. We have highlighted all revisions in the color yellow. 
 
We have re-checked these reviewed studies and agreed with your comments. 
In our review, women from four counties (Cambodia, China, Korea, and 
Vietnam) described how their cultural and traditional practices influence 
breastfeeding. Although we did touch on how Vietnam’s culture could 
influence breastfeeding practices, there is little evidence derived from 
Vietnamese women’s perspectives on breastfeeding traditions. 
 
One reviewed publication did have Asian Indian mothers in the sample; 
however, the research aim focused on variations in hospital routines in 
promoting feeding newborns. Therefore, there is no information on how 
India’s culture may affect breastfeeding. Thank you for pointing that out! We 
also discussed this issue in the limitation section on page 23. We appreciate 
your understanding. 
 
We agreed with your comments about incomplete information. We added 
several clarified statements about the sample size, women’s race and 
ethnicity, and the host countries when we referred back to the literature to 
increase the discussion validity. Please see the revision on pages 21-23. 
 
We revised the Table 2 heading and highlighted it in the color yellow. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
In the interest of clarity, I have made language suggestions in comment boxes in the 
manuscript itself 
 

 
Thank you very much for your suggestions. We have clarified this throughout 
the manuscript. We believe through the revision process; the manuscript has 
been improved. 
 

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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 


