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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 
 

*General comments: 
-Many language & grammatical errors, needs extensive 
editing 
-Reference style in the text should be corrected 
 
*Abstract:  
Results & conclusion are vague & confusing. Feeding, 
age & parity are significant regarding what? 
 
*Introduction: 
Bad language and wrong reference style. 
What are the objectives? 
 
*Methods: 
Very defective 
It is a review for statistical analysis in general 
The following are missing: 
-Study duration & dates 
-study design 
-sample size calculation & sampling method 
-Attrition & drop outs rate 
-Methods of data collection 
-Ethical consideration 
Data analysis: write only the program used and 
methods applied no need for formulae or detailed 
discussion of the formulae.  
 
*Results: 
-Too long comment on tables 
-These are output , please present the relevant 

Grammatical errors corrected. 
 
The reference style in the text is the style we got 
from your template. Not clearly understand which 
style you require we should correct to. 
 
 
 
Abstract, Introduction and methods corrected. 
 
 
 
The data collected were secondary data of 
repeated measures of weights of babies. 
No sampling & hence, no sample size calculation 
or sampling methods needed. 
 
 
 
We used complete or balanced data,  
no missing data included in this study. 
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information in word tables 
Table 1: use sex instead of gender 
Table 2: only  weights of 7 months were presented. 
What about the remaining months up to 5 years? 
Table 3 is confusing 
Tables 4&5 delete them. In the methodology write that 
data are normally distributed as tested by KS test & 
Shapiro test & found to be normally distributed 
Nothing was mentioned about birth weight in tables 
 
*Discussion: very defective. Just repetition of results 
with few comments 
Add study limitations 
 
*References: many outdated references 
 
*Delete the appendix 

 
 
 
Table 2: Data were collected on monthly 
measurements of weights on the children 
repeatedly for 7 months, not 5 years as stated in 
the comments please. 
 
 
Birth weight- Comments on Table 3. 
 
 
The rest corrected. 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional /General  comments 
 

  

 
 


