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*Confusing title.  A more appropriate title is: Parents perception and practice 

of child forced feeding 

*Objectives: needs to be more specific & operational 

*Methods: the most defective part of the study 

-Study design is not clear. Is it descriptive or analytic?  In current it is a nested 

case-control study 

-Nothing was mentioned about the validity (specially content validity) of the 

study tool. 

What is the operational definition of adequate/inadequate knowledge? 

-Less elaboration in study variables (just enumerate them) 

-Nothing was mentioned about sample size calculation, sampling methods & 

response rate 

-No ethical consideration was mentioned 

-This is a hospital-based study that lacks external validity  

*Results: delete table 1 

*Discussion: add the practical implication of the results & study limitations 

*References:  

-Some out-dated references (2,5,7) 

-Reference 8: year of publication is missing  
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