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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Bharucha, Adil 
Mayo Clinic 

REVIEW RETURNED 19-Apr-2012 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS This methodical, well written, and large population-based study with 
a remarkable response rate confirms that anal incontinence (AI) is 
common and can significantly impact QOL in community women. 
While most epidemiological studies have focused on fecal 
incontinence, this study also evaluated for flatal incontinence, which 
was defined as "involuntary leakage of gas from the bowels the last 
month". Of interest and confirming previous studies, diarrhea, rectal 
urgency, increasing BMI and parity, and urinary incontinence were 
risk factors for anal incontinence. In addition, menopause was a risk 
factor for AI after adjusting for age and estrogen treatment. The 
authors have detailed the limitations of this study. It is challenging to 
differentiate "physiological" from "pathological" passage of flatus. 
The question for fecal incontinence was also limited to the last 
month rather than the past year. Perhaps this explains the lower 
prevalence of fecal incontinence compared to some other studies. 
Taken together, these observations underscore the importance of 
conservative measures (e.g., regulating bowel habits) in women with 
AI. 

 

REVIEWER Roslin Botlero,  
MBBS, MPH, PhD  
Research Fellow,  
Monash Center for Occupational & Environmental Health,  
Monash University,  
Level 6,The Alfred Centre,99 Commercial Road  
Melbourne vic 3004 

REVIEW RETURNED 19-Apr-2012 

 

RESULTS & CONCLUSIONS Please provide the clinical implications for the main message at 
conclusions. 

 

REVIEWER Ashok K. Tuteja, M.D., M.R.C.P. (UK), M.P.H.  
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REVIEW RETURNED 14-Jun-2012 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Tables 2, 3, and 4 should be combined into one table. 

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

We have done the revision in accordance to the reviewers notifications. The track changes are 

coloured in red in the new manuscript. Table 2,3 and 4 are now combined into one table. In the 

conclusion chapter of the manuscript we have highlighted the clinical implication of the results of our 

study.  

The strobe checklist is also revised. However, some of the issues are difficult to refer to concerning 

exact page bacause some issues are presented and discussed in several parts of the manuscript. 

Hopefully the revised checklist will still be precise enough to meet the criteria. 
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Correction

Rømmen K, Schei B, Rydning A, et al. Prevalence of anal incontinence among Norwegian
women: a cross-sectional study. BMJ Open 2012;2:e001257. The segmentation of the fourth
author’s name in this article was published incorrectly. The correct author name is Sultan
AH. We apologise for this error.

BMJ Open 2012;2:e001257corr1. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2012-001257corr1

BMJ Open 2012;2:e001257corr1. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2012-001257corr1 1

Miscellaneous


