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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Diane Ballweg, APRN, CNS 
Mayo Clinic  
Rochester, MN  
USA 

REVIEW RETURNED 30-Nov-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Thank you for the opportunity to review this manuscript. With minor 
adjustment my negative scores would become positive. Most 
concerns seem to be due to challenges with English translation.  
 
-Is the research question or study objective clearly defined?  
The abstract nicely states the study objective, however the objective 
stated within the article text needs to also include the qualifier of 
'preterm' newborns.  
 
-Are the methods described sufficiently to allow the study to be 
repeated?  
The authors nicely state that the interviews used an open format and 
identify the covered topics. It may be helpful, however, to include the 
guide with the general questions that were used to begin and 
maintain the interviews.  
 
-Is the standard of written English acceptable for publication?  
Referring to breastfeeding as a 'project' was confusing (e.g. pages 2, 
12). Initially I thought the word 'project' may refer to the study, 
however with reading further the term seemed to refer to the 
required activities of breastfeeding and pumping.  
 
The choice of the word 'binding' was slightly confusing as it is not 
commonly used within the context provided. It initially brought to 
mind the practice of binding the breasts of breastfeeding mothers for 
weaning (e.g. pages 2, 17). It seems the intended meaning was 
constraining and/or demanding.  
 
Present tense was occasionally used when past tense was 
appropriate (e.g. pages 5, 15).  
 
On a positive note, the description of the "mathematical idea of milk 
expression" and "quantitative objectives" was nicely done. 
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REVIEWER Dr Nigel Sherriff 
University of Brighton, UK 

REVIEW RETURNED 20-Dec-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS I enjoyed reading this article in what is an important and growing 
area of research with potentially important implications for 
health(care) policy and practice. The article is very clear, well 
written, and logically structured – and the findings link with other 
international literature on fathers views/roles/experiences of 
breastfeeding  
Some of the quotes in the findings section read rather oddly/stilted. 
Presumably the data were translated from French to English at 
some point either prior to or after analysis? How was this done and 
any implications of this for analysis? (for the discussion too)  
A minor point, but ethically the authors really shouldn’t be using the 
term subjects in the quotations. I am not familiar with the software 
used which may perhaps generate this automatically. Either way, 
this should be replaced with participant.  
p.17 – line 32 – This study highlighted the fathers’ knowledge of 
medical benefits of human milk compared with formula - but earlier it 
is stated that fathers’ knowledge was limited – this statement should 
therefore be clarified/clearer  
 
p.19 ‘the results of this study provide an insight into how fathers can 
be supportive while  
experiencing a preterm birth and breastfeeding’ – whilst I would 
broadly agree with this statement the results also show the complete 
opposite whereby fathers can hinder breastfeeding, and in some 
cases, be instrumental in the decision to stop breastfeeding. This is 
important because it has large implications for practice and ‘father 
training’ in supporting breastfeeding. For example, p.13 and p.14 
‘subject 1), the father talks about wanting his partner to express so 
he could participate. This can be problematic as NB get used to a 
synthetic nipple and can hinder latching. Similarly, p.16 top of page, 
‘Subject 11’ insisting his partner stops. This is very common in the 
wider literature and again should be challenged when considering 
how to maximise positive involvement of the father for the welfare of 
the child (not necessarily for the benefit of the father although that 
can be a positive outcome of course). As I have written elsewhere 
(sorry to reference myself here but I think the issue is crucial), such 
discourses by fathers need to be addressed and one way to do this 
is via appropriate perinatal education for fathers specifically. One of 
the main messages being that fathers can do EVERYTHING other 
than breastfeed. In other words, the ‘I need to be involved’, ‘I want to 
give a bottle so I can bond’ feelings of being ‘being left out’ and well-
intention but probably misplaced concern for the mother over the 
needs of the baby (e.g. she was so tired etc), need to be 
interrogated. Elsewhere (below), colleagues and I have proposed 
how this can be done systemically via development of a new model 
of father support to promote breastfeeding. Might be worth a look.  
 
• Sherriff, N.S. and Hall, V. (2014). Rhetoric or reality? Father 
support in promoting breastfeeding. International Journal of Birth 
and Parenting Education, 1(4), 17-20.  
• Sherriff, N.S., Hall, V. and Panton, C. (2014). A new model of 
father support to promote breastfeeding, Community Practitioner, 
87(5): 20-24.  
• Sherriff, N.S., Hall, V. and Panton, C. 2014). Engaging and 
supporting fathers to promote breastfeeding: A concept analysis. 
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Midwifery, 30: 667-677. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2013.07.014 (IF: 1.573).  
 
On the whole, however, this is good article and look forward to 
seeing it published. 

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

- Reviewer 1:  

o The word “preterm” has been added into the description of the research objectives  

o The interview guide has been translated into English and added  

o The words ‘project’ and ‘binding’ have been changed (“plan” and “constraining”)  

o Tenses have been modified  

 

- Reviewer 2:  

o A sentence has been added explaining that “Translation of quotes into English was performed after 

data analysis for the purpose of publication. »  

o The term “subject” has been changed into “participant”  

o P 17 line 32: the words “short term” have been added for a better understanding : “This study 

highlighted the fathers’ knowledge of short-term medical benefits of human milk compared with 

formula”  

o P 19 The last paragraph has been modified highlighting the new model of father support and one 

reference has been added as suggested by reviewer 2. 

VERSION 2 – REVIEW 

REVIEWER Diane Ballweg 
Mayo Clinic  
USA 

REVIEW RETURNED 02-Feb-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Thank you again for the opportunity to review this article. The 
revision significantly improved understanding. Just a few further 
revisions in terminology and language would enhance the 
manuscript.  
 
p.4,line 56: The authors state that studies have frequently shown an 
inverse relationship between gestational age and duration of 
breastfeeding, however the study by Maia, et al (reference 13) does 
not cite an inverse relationship; it instead cites a positive 
relationship. That is, as gestational age decreased, breastfeeding 
duration also decreased. Thus the literature frequently demonstrates 
an association between lower gestational age and shorter duration 
of breastfeeding rather than an inverse relationship.  
 
p.13, line 53: There should be a space between "life" and "for".  
 
P.19, line 10: In the last sentence the word '"to" should be deleted.  
 
Thank you for including the Interview Guide in the Supplementary 
Files. The use of the word "project" on page 2 is confusing and the 
intended meaning is likely "plan".  
 
Overall, this is a valuable study. Thank you for your work! 
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REVIEWER Dr Nigel Sherriff 
University of Brighton, UK 

REVIEW RETURNED 01-Feb-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Thanks for making the revisions. Revised paper looks good  

 

VERSION 2 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer 1 request:  

- p 4: the sentence has been modified "Studies have frequently demonstrated a positive relationship 

between gestational age (GA) at birth and the rate and duration of BF"  

- p 13 and 19 : typos has been corrected  

- The interview guide has been corrected  

 

Reviewer 2 request: none 
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