
PEER REVIEW HISTORY 

BMJ Open publishes all reviews undertaken for accepted manuscripts. Reviewers are asked to 

complete a checklist review form (http://bmjopen.bmj.com/site/about/resources/checklist.pdf) and 

are provided with free text boxes to elaborate on their assessment. These free text comments are 

reproduced below.   

ARTICLE DETAILS 

TITLE (PROVISIONAL) A cross-sectional study on parental pro-drinking practices and 
adolescent alcohol drinking in Hong Kong 

AUTHORS Au, Wing Man; Ho, Sai Yin; Wang, Man Ping; Lo, Wing Sze; Tin, 
Sze Pui Pamela; Huang, Rong; Lam, Tai Hing 

 

VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Katherine Conigrave 
University of Sydney, Australia 

REVIEW RETURNED 08-Oct-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS General comments:  
There is considerable international interest on what parental 
behaviours influence adolescent’s choices on drinking alcohol. This 
cross-sectional survey of 1738 students makes a useful contribution 
in that field: showing that parental practices which might encourage 
drinking (as rated via various measures) is associated with 
increased likelihood of adolescents reporting intention to drink, ever 
drinking or monthly drinking. The authors are open about declaring 
the limitations of the research (e.g. in particular, reliance adolescent 
self-report only).  
Minor comments:  
Page 4, line 58: the phrase ‘training of drinking capacity’ is 
introduced on page 4, but not defined till page 6 (line 10). Can the 
definition be moved to page 4.  
Page 8: The first two sentences appear to contradict each other: the 
first says that seeing parents drink is NOT associated with 
adolescent monthly drinking (and this fits with Table 1). But then the 
next sentence says that experiencing ANY of the parental pro 
drinking practices (PPDPs) is associated with monthly drinking (AOR 
1.84).  
The same internal contradiction seems to exist in Table 1 (page 9): 
where the variable ‘any of the above practices’ (line 25-26) is 
significant (AOR 1.84), despite the top row of data showing that 
seeing parents drink is NOT associated with adolescent monthly 
drinking; and also, the bottom section of the table shows that 1-2 
pro-drinking practices was not significantly associated with 
adolescent monthly drinking.  
Please explain why that row in table 1 (page 9, line 25-26) on ‘any of 
the above practices’ is providing these seemingly conflicting results. 
Also, please explain how this result was derived (e.g. the results of 
model 2 of the analysis seem to be shown in the lower section of the 
table; but this analysis doesn’t seem to fit with model 1 where each 
practice is separately entered as an independent dichotomous 
variable? Similarly please explain in Table 2 (page 11, line 22) how 
the comparable row was derived, and why it gives a higher AOR 
than the row in bottom half of the table for exposure to 1-2 PPDPs.  
Page 13, line 8: It would be worth considering also the parents who 
do not WANT to quit drinking: in particular parents who may drink at 
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responsible levels and who enjoy alcohol. It also could be worth 
considering rephrasing this sentence in a way that acknowledges 
the realistic (harm reduction) perspective, that it will be impossible to 
prevent all adolescents from drinking; however reducing PPPDs may 
reduce the prevalence of adolescent drinking.  
Polishing of English expression: Occasional aspects of English 
expression could do with ‘polishing’: e.g.:  
• Page 4, lines 29-32: ‘their resistance to peer influence on alcohol’ 
could be ‘… influence on drinking’ (though if that phrasing is used, 
the word ‘drinking’ later in the sentence could be changed to 
‘alcohol’). Results ‘were’ conflicting might be clearer as ‘have been’ 
conflicting.  
• Page 4, line 45: ‘such reports’ might be better as ‘reports on this’, 
else it implies that the subtle encouragement of drinking is rare, 
rather than reports of this being rare.  
• Page 7, line 21 ‘models adjusted’ should be ‘models were adjusted’  
• Page 16, line 38-39: our sample was ‘over-represented by boys’ 
should be ‘boys were over-represented in our sample’ 

 

REVIEWER Denise Dickinson 
RTI International, USA 

REVIEW RETURNED 30-Nov-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS This study adds to the body of literature on this topic by showing that 
the relationship between parental pro-drinking practices and 
adolescent drinking and intentions found in other countries is also 
evident among families in Hong Kong. It also adds to the literature 
by including a large variety of parental pro-drinking practices. The 
paper was clear, aside from some minor points mentioned below. 
My only major suggestion relates to combining intention to drink in 
the next year with intention to drink in adulthood. Since the study is 
about risk factors for adolescent alcohol use and intentions, the 
intention measure should only include intention to drink in the next 
year. See other minor suggestionss below: 
 
- abstract - parental training of drinking capacity - I'm not clear what 
this means- the authors define it later, but I was unfamiliar with the 
term before getting to the body of the paper, so I think it would be 
best defined in the abstract for those who are only reading the 
abstract when the full paper is not available.  
 
- page 3, line 6 - "This study found novel associations between 
parental pro-drinking practices and adolescent alcohol drinking in 
Hong Kong..." (Although the study adds to the literature, I would not 
say this association is particularly novel)  
 
 
-page 4 line 27 - "Introducing alcohol to young adolescents is 
commonly believed to increase their resistance to peer influence on 
alcohol and protect them from drinking problems in adulthood,[14] " - 
I believe you are attributing this belief to parents. It would be good to 
specify that.  
 
- page 4, line 32 - "A cross-sectional study in Australian adolescents 
indicated that parental provision of first alcohol drink was negatively 
associated with heavy episodic drinking.[15] However, another study 
showed that parental supply of alcohol was associated with alcohol 
use and intention to drink in young adolescents" - If space allows, I 
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think a more thorough discussion of the literature on effects of 
parental provision of alcohol is warranted. Citing just 2 studies (one 
that shows it is protective and one that shows it is not) could mislead 
readers about the evidence showing risks associated with parental 
provision of alcohol.  
 
pare 4, line 51 - Based on discussions with parents and adolescents, 
and anecdotal reports, we have identified 9 PPDPs in Hong Kong 
and shown that they increased dramatically with the number of 
drinking parents.[18]" -Were discussions focus group discussions? 
Interviews? By "number of drinking parents," do you mean whether 
0, 1 or both parents drink alcohol? Please specify. How was 
"drinking parents" defined? Ever use? Frequency? 
 
page 4, line 58 - please define "parental training of drinking 
capacity." I am not familiar with this term.  
 
page 4, line 58 - "Although the 30-day drinking prevalence of 18% 
was relatively low in Hong Kong adolescents compared with their 
Western counterparts,[20] drinking has become increasingly socially 
acceptable in Hong Kong since the beer and wine tax was waived in 
2008 to boost alcohol trade.[21]" - I think this sentence fits better in 
the first paragraph, such that the focus of this paragraph is on the 
PPDPs.  
 
page 5, line 34 - "The response rate was 50% at school level and 
87.5% at individual student level" - this sentence is not clear to me. 
Do you mean that 50% of invited schools decided to participate?  
 
page 6, line 28-33 - "Subjects who chose “definitely yes” or 
“probably yes” in any of the 2 questions were considered to have an 
intention to drink." This is my only major suggestion: I think that it 
would be better to just use intention to drink in the next year to 
accurately reflect the risk of ADOLESCENT drinking rather than 
include those who answer yes to "Will you drink when you have 
grown up?” in the measure. Intention to drink in adulthood is a very 
different construct.  
 
page 7, line 3 - "Parental drinking was subsequently classified as 
“none”, “either” or “both”." - it is unclear how the authors treated 
children living in single parent homes. Were they excluded from 
analysis if they did not know the drinking status of the non-custodial 
parent?  
 
- page 8, line 18 - "The results for ever drinking were similar 
although the magnitude  
of association was generally not as strong as for monthly drinking." - 
this is not consistent with the table. The ORs for 1-2 and 3-4 PPDPs 
were higher for "ever drinking."  
 
- page 10, line 10 - "Compared with the unexposed, students 
experiencing 1-2, 3-4  
and 5 or above PPDPs were associated with 35%, 199% and 395% 
higher odds of having an intention to drink, respectively (p for trend 
<0.001)." - this is a minor point, but it would be good to use a 
consistent approach to describing the ORs. You did not use percent 
in the previous section on drinking outcomes. 
 
- page 12, line 8 - "Adolescents may learn from their drinking 
parents through observation and imitation.[22]" - it would be helpful 
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to mention the theory in the text of the article.  
 
- page 12, line 52 - "Positive expectancies towards alcohol in 
adolescents have been linked to the intention to drink in adults.[31]" 
- The sentence is not 100% clear. I think the authors might mean 
"their intention to drink when they are adults." Please clarify.  
 
- page 13, line 3 - The wording of the sentence seems to imply that 
parents should quit drinking, including responsible drinking, because 
it says "parents who CANNOT quit drinking may at least avoid 
exposing their children to PPDPs. I suggest rewording the sentence 
to say something along the lines of "our results suggest that to 
prevent adolescent children from drinking, parents, regardless of 
their drinking status, should avoid exposing their children to PPDPs."  
 
- page 13, line 15 - "Given the stronger associations for monthly 
drinking than  
ever drinking, our PPDP items probably reflected more about recent 
exposures." - Could this also be because monthly drinking is a less 
common behavior? Also, as noted before, the ORs were not 
consistently stronger for monthly drinking for all analyses. 

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer 1  

Minor comments  

1. Comment: Page 4, line 58: the phrase ‘training of drinking capacity’ is introduced on page 4, but not 

defined till page 6 (line 10). Can the definition be moved to page 4.  

Response: The definition has been moved to page 4.  

 

2. Comment: Page 8: The first two sentences appear to contradict each other: the first says that 

seeing parents drink is NOT associated with adolescent monthly drinking (and this fits with Table 1). 

But then the next sentence says that experiencing ANY of the parental pro drinking practices (PPDPs) 

is associated with monthly drinking (AOR 1.84).  

Response: “Experiencing any of the PPDPs” refers to students who reported one or more PPDPs in 

contrast to those who reported none of the PPDPs. That was why one AOR of 1.84 was obtained. 

The sentence did not mean all individual PPDPs were associated with monthly drinking.  

 

3. Comment: Page 13, line 8: It would be worth considering also the parents who do not WANT to quit 

drinking: in particular parents who may drink at responsible levels and who enjoy alcohol. It also could 

be worth considering rephrasing this sentence in a way that acknowledges the realistic (harm 

reduction) perspective, that it will be impossible to prevent all adolescents from drinking; however 

reducing PPPDs may reduce the prevalence of adolescent drinking.  

Response: As suggested by another reviewer, the sentence has been modified as follows: “our 

results suggest that to prevent adolescent children from drinking, parents, regardless of their drinking 

status, should avoid exposing their children to PPDPs.”  

 

4. Comment: Polishing of English expression: Occasional aspects of English expression could do with 

‘polishing’.  

Response: In addition to changes suggested by reviewers, we have proofread the whole manuscript 

again to improve English expressions.  

 

Reviewer 2  

Major comments  

1. Comments: Relates to combining intention to drink in the next year with intention to drink in 
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adulthood. Since the study is about risk factors for adolescent alcohol use and intentions, the intention 

measure should only include intention to drink in the next year.  

Response: Please see below minor comments point 9.  

 

Minor comments  

1. Comment: abstract - parental training of drinking capacity - I'm not clear what this means- the 

authors define it later, but I was unfamiliar with the term before getting to the body of the paper, so I 

think it would be best defined in the abstract for those who are only reading the abstract when the full 

paper is not available.  

Response: Definition of parental training of drinking capacity is now provided inthe abstract.  

 

2. Comment: page 3, line 6 - "This study found novel associations between parental pro-drinking 

practices and adolescent alcohol drinking in Hong Kong..." (Although the study adds to the literature, I 

would not say this association is particularly novel)  

Response: To our knowledge, the present study is the first to consider a comprehensive list of 

parental pro-drinking practices, including parental training of drinking capacity and encouragement of 

drinking, which have not been reported. Therefore, it seems to us appropriate to describe the results 

as novel. However, we would accept if the term has to be replaced.  

 

3. Comment: page 4, line 27 - "Introducing alcohol to young adolescents is commonly believed to 

increase their resistance to peer influence on alcohol and protect them from drinking problems in 

adulthood,[14] " - I believe you are attributing this belief to parents. It would be good to specify that.  

Response: It has been modified accordingly.  

 

4. Comment: page 4, line 32 - "A cross-sectional study in Australian adolescents indicated that 

parental provision of first alcohol drink was negatively associated with heavy episodic drinking.[15] 

However, another study showed that parental supply of alcohol was associated with alcohol use and 

intention to drink in young adolescents" - If space allows, I think a more thorough discussion of the 

literature on effects of parental provision of alcohol is warranted. Citing just 2 studies (one that shows 

it is protective and one that shows it is not) could mislead readers about the evidence showing risks 

associated with parental provision of alcohol.  

Response: More studies on the risks associated with parental provision of alcohol have been 

included.  

 

5. Comment: pare 4, line 51 - Based on discussions with parents and adolescents, and anecdotal 

reports, we have identified 9 PPDPs in Hong Kong and shown that they increased dramatically with 

the number of drinking parents.[18]" -Were discussions focus group discussions? Interviews? By 

"number of drinking parents," do you mean whether 0, 1 or both parents drink alcohol? Please 

specify. How was "drinking parents" defined? Ever use? Frequency?  

Response: The discussions were telephone interviews and the number of drinking parents means 

whether none, either, or both parents drink alcohol. Drinking parents were defined as any alcohol 

drinking in the past 30 days. These have now been clarified in the main text.  

 

6. Comment: page 4, line 58 - please define "parental training of drinking capacity." I am not familiar 

with this term.  

Response: The definition is now given.  

 

7. Comment: page 4, line 58 - "Although the 30-day drinking prevalence of 18% was relatively low in 

Hong Kong adolescents compared with their Western counterparts,[20] drinking has become 

increasingly socially acceptable in Hong Kong since the beer and wine tax was waived in 2008 to 

boost alcohol trade.[21]" - I think this sentence fits better in the first paragraph, such that the focus of 

this paragraph is on the PPDPs.  
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Response: The sentence was to justify conducting the study in Hong Kong, and such sentences are 

usually placed towards the end of Introduction, so we would like keep it unchanged.  

 

8. Comment: page 5, line 34 - "The response rate was 50% at school level and 87.5% at individual 

student level" - this sentence is not clear to me. Do you mean that 50% of invited schools decided to 

participate?  

Response: Yes, the study was to include 4 schools, but we need to invite 8 schools before 

successfully recruiting 4, hence a response rate of 50% at school level.  

 

9. Comment: page 6, line 28-33 - "Subjects who chose “definitely yes” or “probably yes” in any of the 

2 questions were considered to have an intention to drink." This is my only major suggestion: I think 

that it would be better to just use intention to drink in the next year to accurately reflect the risk of 

ADOLESCENT drinking rather than include those who answer yes to "Will you drink when you have 

grown up?” in the measure. Intention to drink in adulthood is a very different construct.  

Response: We have further analysed the percentage of intention to drink in the next year 

(intent_year) and intention to drink when grown up (intent_future) separately (Tables 1-3 below). The 

overall intention to drink was only 10% to 12% and either intention was more common in students 

exposed to each PPDP. Therefore, the associations between PPDP and intention to drink will be 

similar regardless of which intention was used or whether the 2 intention variables are combined. We 

would like to keep combiningthe 2 intention variables to better capture the intention to drink especially 

since the prevalence of either intention was low.  

 

Table 1. Percentage of drinking intention  

Drinking intention %  

Intent_year 10.2  

Intent_future 12.3  

 

Table 2. Prevalence of Intent_year with different PPDPs  

PPDP absent (%) PPDP present (%)  

Parents were seen  

Drinking 8.9 11.7  

Drunk 9.1 15.3  

Parents were heard saying  

Benefits of drinking 9.1 22.4  

Alcohol tasted good 8.4 17.0  

Parents being helped  

Buy alcohol 8.4 18.2  

Open bottle 7.6 19.2  

Pour alcohol 7.4 20.1  

Parental actions  

Encouraged drinking 8.6 29.0  

Trained drinking capacity 8.5 42.1  

 

Table 3. Prevalence of Intent_future with different PPDPs  

PPDP absent (%) PPDP present (%)  

Parents were seen  

Drinking 10.4 14.3  

Drunk 10.4 20.4  

Parents were heard saying  

Benefits of drinking 11.0 27.0  

Alcohol tasted good 9.7 21.6  

Parents being helped  

 on M
ay 16, 2023 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://bm

jopen.bm
j.com

/
B

M
J O

pen: first published as 10.1136/bm
jopen-2015-009804 on 2 F

ebruary 2016. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/


Buy alcohol 10.8 19.1  

Open bottle 9.5 21.6  

Pour alcohol 9.6 21.9  

Parental actions  

Encouraged drinking 10.7 30.3  

Trained drinking capacity 10.9 37.9  

 

10. Comment: page 7, line 3 - "Parental drinking was subsequently classified as “none”, “either” or 

“both”." - it is unclear how the authors treated children living in single parent homes. Were they 

excluded from analysis if they did not know the drinking status of the non-custodial parent?  

Responses: Regardless of the family structure, students could choose “don’t know” if they did not 

know the drinking status of their father or mother. Consistent with our previous report, the father and 

mother combined drinking status was based on one parent if the drinking status of the other parent 

was unknown; the subject would be excluded if the drinking status of both parents was unknown. This 

is now clarified in the manuscript.  

 

11. Comment: page 8, line 18 - "The results for ever drinking were similar although the magnitude of 

association was generally not as strong as for monthly drinking." - this is not consistent with the table. 

The ORs for 1-2 and 3-4 PPDPs were higher for "ever drinking."  

Responses: Changes was made to the main text by adding “The results of individual PPDPs for ever 

drinking …” for clarification.  

 

12. Comment: page 10, line 10 - "Compared with the unexposed, students experiencing 1-2, 3-4 and 

5 or above PPDPs were associated with 35%, 199% and 395% higher odds of having an intention to 

drink, respectively (p for trend <0.001)." - this is a minor point, but it would be good to use a consistent 

approach to describing the ORs. You did not use percent in the previous section on drinking 

outcomes.  

Responses: Changes were made in the main text accordingly “Compared with the unexposed, 

students experiencing 1-2, 3-4 and 5 or above PPDPs were associated with having an intention to 

drink with AORs of 1.35, 2.99 and 4.95, respectively (p for trend <0.001).”  

 

13. Comment: page 12, line 8 - "Adolescents may learn from their drinking parents through 

observation and imitation.[22]" - it would be helpful to mention the theory in the text of the article.  

Responses: Social Learning Theory has been added to the main text to support the discussion.  

 

14. Comment: page 12, line 52 - "Positive expectancies towards alcohol in adolescents have been 

linked to the intention to drink in adults.[31]" - The sentence is not 100% clear. I think the authors 

might mean "their intention to drink when they are adults." Please clarify.  

Responses: We agree and have modified the sentence accordingly.  

 

15. Comment: - page 13, line 3 - The wording of the sentence seems to imply that parents should quit 

drinking, including responsible drinking, because it says "parents who CANNOT quit drinking may at 

least avoid exposing their children to PPDPs. I suggest rewording the sentence to say something 

along the lines of "our results suggest that to prevent adolescent children from drinking, parents, 

regardless of their drinking status, should avoid exposing their children to PPDPs."  

Responses: Changes were made accordingly.  

 

16. Comment: page 13, line 15 - "Given the stronger associations for monthly drinking than ever 

drinking, our PPDP items probably reflected more about recent exposures." - Could this also be 

because monthly drinking is a less common behavior? Also, as noted before, the ORs were not 

consistently stronger for monthly drinking for all analyses.  

Responses: The magnitude of association depends on the differences in the odds of outcome 
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(monthly drinking or ever drinking) in the exposed and unexposed (i.e. exposure to PPDPs). Large 

AORs will be obtained for large differences between exposure groups even if the outcome is rare. As 

explained in point 11 above, the comparison between monthly and ever drinking referred to the 

individual PPDPs, in which all but one were stronger for current drinking. Addressing this, we have 

modified the sentence as “Given the generally stronger associations for monthly drinking…” 

 

VERSION 2 – REVIEW 

REVIEWER Katherine Conigrave 
Royal Prince Alfred Hospital, Sydney, Australia 

REVIEW RETURNED 03-Jan-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The authors have carefully revised the paper, and it is now far 
clearer to read.  
I have no significant requests for changes.  
In the attached annotated pdf, i have put 4-5 very minor phrasing 
suggestions (which not important enough to count as revisions).  
The only one of any significance is that I suggest the first time the 
phrase 'monthly drinking' is used, it be 'defined' even more clearly 
(at least monthly, including....)   
 
The reviewer also provided a marked copy with additional 
comments. Please contact the publisher for full details. 

 

REVIEWER Denise Dickinson 
RTI International, USA 

REVIEW RETURNED 30-Dec-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The revisions made by the authors strengthen the manuscript. I 
believe the manuscript contributes to the field by examining a variety 
of parental pro-drinking practices, and by studying the effects of 
these practices on adolescent behavior and intentions in Hong 
Kong. I recommend publication, however several comments from 
the previous review were not fully addressed, therefore I would like 
to highlight those for the editor. The most important comment has to 
do with the combined variable for intention to drink.  
 
1) Reviewer #1 had the following comment:  
 
2. Comment: Page 8: The first two sentences appear to contradict 
each other: the first says that seeing parents drink is NOT 
associated with adolescent monthly drinking (and this fits with Table 
1). But then the next sentence says that experiencing ANY of the 
parental pro drinking practices (PPDPs) is associated with monthly 
drinking (AOR 1.84).  
 
This was the authors' response:  
 
Response: “Experiencing any of the PPDPs” refers to students who 
reported one or more PPDPs in contrast to those who reported none 
of the PPDPs. That was why one AOR of 1.84 was obtained. The 
sentence did not mean all individual PPDPs were associated with 
monthly drinking.  
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I agree with the reviewer that this sentence is confusing. It could be 
improved by saying "one or more of" or "at least one" instead of "any 
of." However, since the authors discuss the dose-response 
relationship later in the paragraph, I think the sentence could be cut. 
It seems misplaced and breaks up the discussion of the individual 
PPDPs. If the authors decide to cut it, it should also be removed 
from the table for clarity. If it is kept, the wording on the table should 
match the revised wording in the text.  
 
2) Regarding the comment below, I meant that I thought the 
sentence was intended refer to parents' beliefs (as opposed to other 
researchers' beliefs), therefore if that was the authors' intention, a 
more clear version would state "parents commonly believe that 
introducing alcohol to adolescents...."  
 
3. Comment: page 4, line 27 - "Introducing alcohol to young 
adolescents is commonly believed to increase their resistance to 
peer influence on alcohol and protect them from drinking problems in 
adulthood,[14] " - I believe you are attributing this belief to parents. It 
would be good to specify that.  
Response: It has been modified accordingly.  
 
 
3) Some edits were added at the end of the 2nd paragraph of the 
introduction. In one sentence , the authors mention "another study," 
however they reference citations 16-17. The sentence should 
probably begin with "Other studies" instead of "another study." The 
next sentence would be more clear if it began with "Another study 
showed that..." instead of "Parental approval..."  
 
4) For the following comment, it would be good to modify the text in 
the manuscript to clarify the number of schools invited and the 
number that participated, as the authors state in their response:  
 
8. Comment: page 5, line 34 - "The response rate was 50% at 
school level and 87.5% at individual student level" - this sentence is 
not clear to me. Do you mean that 50% of invited schools decided to 
participate?  
Response: Yes, the study was to include 4 schools, but we need to 
invite 8 schools before successfully recruiting 4, hence a response 
rate of 50% at school level.  
 
5) Regarding my previous comment #9 regarding page 6. lines 28-
33 concerning the combination of "intention to drink in the next year" 
and "intention to drink when grown up," I appreciate that the authors 
provided the tables showing prevalence for each variable separately 
in their response, however they did not modify the manuscript, nor 
did they show that the ORs hold up for the separate variables. I 
strongly suggest they either provide the full results for each separate 
variable or choose to use the "intention to drink in the next year" 
variable if they wish to report on just one variable. If the variables 
are combined without additional data, readers are not able to discern 
whether the variable that reflects risk of ADOLESCENT drinking was 
significantly associated with the PPDPs on its own. Specifically, I 
would want to know if the ORs are still significant for the 
uncombined variables. Also, I don't understand why the prevalence 
rates are 10.2 for Intent_year and 12.3 for Intent_future, however the 
prevalence for the combined variable in table 2 is typically at least 
50% even with the PPDP absent.  
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6) Regarding my previous comment #10 about the combined 
drinking status of the father and mother, it is still not completely clear 
whether an adolescent with missing data for one parent is classified 
as "either" or "both" if the other parent drinks. The authors state that 
it is defined using information on one parent, but they do not specify 
that the missing parent's status is imputed to be the same as the 
parent for whom data is available.  
 
7) The following sentence should be re-worded to specify that it 
refers to another study (not the current results): Positive 
expectancies towards alcohol in adolescents predicted their intention 
to drink during adulthood." 

 

VERSION 2 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer: 1  

 

The authors have carefully revised the paper, and it is now far clearer to read.  

I have no significant requests for changes.  

In the attached annotated pdf, i have put 4-5 very minor phrasing suggestions (which not important 

enough to count as revisions).  

The only one of any significance is that I suggest the first time the phrase 'monthly drinking' is used, it 

be 'defined' even more clearly (at least monthly, including....)  

 

Response:More detailed description is now provided: “The frequency of alcohol drinking was 

assessed using the question “How often do you drink alcohol?” with 9 response options from “I don’t 

drink”, “≤1 day/year” “<1 day/month”, “1 day/month”, “2-3 days/month”, “1 day/week”, “2-3 days/week”, 

“4-6 days/week” to “daily”. Ever drinking referred to ≤1 day/year or more frequent drinking. Monthly 

drinking was defined as 1 day/month or more frequent drinking.”  

 

Reviewer 2  

1. Comment: Page 8: The first two sentences appear to contradict each other: the first says that 

seeing parents drink is NOT associated with adolescent monthly drinking (and this fits with Table 1). 

But then the next sentence says that experiencing ANY of the parental pro drinking practices (PPDPs) 

is associated with monthly drinking (AOR 1.84)  

This was the authors' response:  

Response: “Experiencing any of the PPDPs” refers to students who reported one or more PPDPs in 

contrast to those who reported none of the PPDPs. That was why one AOR of 1.84 was obtained. 

The sentence did not mean all individual PPDPs were associated with monthly drinking.  

I agree with the reviewer that this sentence is confusing. It could be improved by saying "one or more 

of" or "at least one" instead of "any of." However, since the authors discuss the dose-response 

relationship later in the paragraph, I think the sentence could be cut. It seems misplaced and breaks 

up the discussion of the individual PPDPs. If the authors decide to cut it, it should also be removed 

from the table for clarity. If it is kept, the wording on the table should match the revised wording in the 

text.  

 

Response: This result has now been deleted from Table 1 and the main text.  

 

2. Regarding the comment below, I meant that I thought the sentence was intended refer to parents' 

beliefs (as opposed to other researchers' beliefs), therefore if that was the authors' intention, a more 

clear version would state "parents commonly believe that introducing alcohol to adolescents...."  

Comment: page 4, line 27 - "Introducing alcohol to young adolescents is commonly believed to 

increase their resistance to peer influence on alcohol and protect them from drinking problems in 
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adulthood,[14] " - I believe you are attributing this belief to parents. It would be good to specify that.  

 

Response: It has been modified accordingly.  

 

3. Some edits were added at the end of the 2nd paragraph of the introduction. In one sentence , the 

authors mention "another study," however they reference citations 16-17. The sentence should 

probably begin with "Other studies" instead of "another study." The next sentence would be more 

clear if it began with "Another study showed that..." instead of "Parental approval..."  

 

Response: It has been modified accordingly.  

 

4. For the following comment, it would be good to modify the text in the manuscript to clarify the 

number of schools invited and the number that participated, as the authors state in their response:  

Comment: page 5, line 34 - "The response rate was 50% at school level and 87.5% at individual 

student level" - this sentence is not clear to me. Do you mean that 50% of invited schools decided to 

participate?  

Response: Yes, the study was to include 4 schools, but we need to invite 8 schools before 

successfully recruiting 4, hence a response rate of 50% at school level.  

 

Response: The numbers of schools invited and participated are now included.  

 

5. Regarding my previous comment #9 regarding page 6. lines 28-33 concerning the combination of 

"intention to drink in the next year" and "intention to drink when grown up," I appreciate that the 

authors provided the tables showing prevalence for each variable separately in their response, 

however they did not modify the manuscript, nor did they show that the ORs hold up for the separate 

variables. I strongly suggest they either provide the full results for each separate variable or choose to 

use the "intention to drink in the next year" variable if they wish to report on just one variable. If the 

variables are combined without additional data, readers are not able to discern whether the variable 

that reflects risk of ADOLESCENT drinking was significantly associated with the PPDPs on its own. 

Specifically, I would want to know if the ORs are still significant for the uncombined variables. Also, I 

don't understand why the prevalence rates are 10.2 for Intent_year and 12.3 for Intent_future, 

however the prevalence for the combined variable in table 2 is typically at least 50% even with the 

PPDP absent.  

 

Response: The combined intentionwas changed to intention to drink in the next year. The prevalence 

of intention to drink in the next year is 40.3% instead of 10.2% shown in our previous reply.The 

previous low prevalence was due to a mistake of choosing only the non-drinking parents group for 

analysis. The original results for the combined intention variable were correct, although these results 

are no longer shown.  

 

6. Regarding my previous comment #10 about the combined drinking status of the father and mother, 

it is still not completely clear whether an adolescent with missing data for one parent is classified as 

"either" or "both" if the other parent drinks. The authors state that it is defined using information on 

one parent, but they do not specify that the missing parent's status is imputed to be the same as the 

parent for whom data is available.  

 

Response: We have now clarified parental drinking status as follows: “…; when the drinking status of 

one parent was unknown, parental drinking status was defined as “none” if the other parent was a 

non-drinker, and “either” if the other parent was a drinker.  

 

7. The following sentence should be re-worded to specify that it refers to another study (not the 

current results): Positive expectancies towards alcohol in adolescents predicted their intention to drink 
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during adulthood."  

 

Response: “One study showed that” was added in front of the sentence. 
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