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REVIEWER 1 (02465274) 

No comments to authors. 

 

REVIEWER 2 (02731578) 

 

According to culture anthropology, there exist two contrasting cultures- shame and guilt 

cultures. Author may also include this aspect as well. 

The methodology section of the revised manuscript has been re-written. Mention has been made 

of the shame-guilt dimension in this revision.  

 

Care giving in psychiatric settings also has been studied from a cultural aspects (Morrison 

EF. The culture of caregiving and aggression in psychiatric settings. Arch Psychiatr Nurs. 

1998 12(1):21-31). I believe a review on this aspect might add more value to this paper. 

This review has limited itself to family caregivers (informal or lay caregivers). The area of the 

effect of culture on formal caregiving in psychiatric settings, though important, is somewhat 

beyond the scope of this review. 

 

The "methodological issues" section could be bettered. Heterogeneity in the tools to 

measure constructs like problem solving, appraisals etc., could have been addressed. 



The methodology section of the revised manuscript has been re-written. Conceptual and 

assessment problems, including heterogeneity of tools, have been mentioned in this revision.  

 

Language certificate 

 

Reviewer 1 has graded the language of the manuscript as Grade A. Reviewer 2 has graded the 

manuscript as Grade B, requiring minor language polishing. This has been done. Therefore, we 

believe that the language of your manuscript has reached Grade A. Thus we would choose not to 

have your manuscript edited by the above English language editing companies. 

 

 


