Rebuttal letter

Title: Concordance of poor child feeding and preventive behavior and its predictors in southwest rural Ethiopia

Ms. Ref. No.:  Food & Nutrition Research, MS ID:32207

We like to thank the reviewers for the positive and constructive comments with regard to the submission for publication of our manuscript in Food & Nutrition Research. We have addressed all comments and suggestions of the reviewer point by point and revised our manuscript accordingly. Revisions to the text were highlighted in track change. Please find our detailed comments below.

REVIEWER 1: 
General Comments: 

Overall, the manuscript has been written well. The Methods, Statistical Analysis and Results are clearly stated. However, in the discussion, gender and caretaker's education have:  

Answer:  We would like to say thank you very much for your constructive comments and encouragement. We added the justification why gender-based differences were not associated with concordance and discordance in the study sample.
Specific Comments
Abstract line no 9 - 10: Six hundred twenty three children under the age of five years and their respective   were included in the analyses. Remove the extra’s’ in caregivers.

Answer: Comment accepted and Removed the extra’s’ in caregivers
Method
1.  Line 97 - 98: In each quarter, the enumerators moved in a random direction, determined by spinning a pen, and select every second house in that direction. Change 'select' to 'selected'.
Answer: Comment accepted and changed select to 'selected'.
Results
2. Line 204 - 205: Fifty eight point five percent of mothers exclusively breastfed their index children for 6 months. You can round off the figure to the closest number. See line 207 too 
Answer: Comment accepted and included in the manuscripts.
Discussion 

3. Line 248: Gender-based differences of concordance and discordance poor child feeding and poor caring were not observed in our sample. Authors should explain why gender-based differences were not associated with concordance and discordance in the study sample
Answer: Comment accepted and we added the justification why gender-based differences were not associated with concordance and discordance in the study sample.
Justification: The reasons were cross-sectional nature of the data and cultural influence to tell the gender based difference in child feeding and preventive behavior.
4. Line 254: Caretaker education was not significantly associated with concordance and discordance of poor child feeding and caring in our sample. Authors should explain why caretaker's education was not associated with concordance and discordance in the study sample.
Answer: Comment accepted and we added the justification why caretaker's education was not associated with concordance and discordance in the study sample.

Justification:  The reasons were the majority of the caretakers were homogenous in their educational status and they are illiterate and one - 12 grade education curriculums had no nutrition education components. Therefore, education alone is not the guarantee, for best child feeding unless the caretaker equipped with nutrition knowledge and skills.
5. Line 309: Children live in highly adherence to local cultural norms households were suffered from discordance of poor child feeding and caring practices. Check the sentence construction and grammar.
Answer:  Checked the sentence construction and grammar.
Corrected one: Discordant poor child feeding and preventive behavior was found in children living in households with a high adherence to local cultural norms.
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