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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Peter Schnohr, MD, DMCs, FACC  
The Copenhagen City Heat Study  
Bispebjerg University Hospital  
DK-2200 Copenhagen  
Denmark 

REVIEW RETURNED 14-Jul-2012 

 

THE STUDY It was well reported in the manuscript. 

GENERAL COMMENTS I find the article very interesting  

  

 

REVIEWER Julie Redfern  
Senior Research Fellow  
The George Institute for Global Health; The University of Sydney, 
AUSTRALIA  
I have no competing interests. 

REVIEW RETURNED 01-Aug-2012 

 

THE STUDY • My main suggestion here is one of format and presentation in order 
to improve readability and flow. Given this is a DCE, I would 
commence the methods with a headline 1-2 sentences outlining the 
methods/study design ie, a DCE involving 1000 participants (without 
CHD) from Northern Ireland. Then have a subheading DCE where 
the relevant methods are explained. I believe this would help give 
the reader a better overview and provide context for the broad 
methods.  
• I also believe using the more standardized subheading of 
“participants’ would be useful in terms of where and how the 
participants were recruited and why that group was chosen. 

RESULTS & CONCLUSIONS Suggest the inclusion of a concluding paragraph. 

GENERAL COMMENTS The manuscript is well written and will likely be of interest to readers. 
A minor revision of the methods and addition of the conclusion is all 
that is needed.  
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VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

I would like to than both of the reviewers for their comments.  

 

All the comments have been addressed using track changes in Microsoft Word.  

 

The responses to each comment are below:  

 

- Given this is a DCE, I would commence the methods with a headline 1-2 sentences outlining the 

methods/study design ie, a DCE involving 1000 participants (without CHD) from Northern Ireland. 

Then have a subheading DCE where the relevant methods are explained. I believe this would help 

give the reader a better overview and provide context for the broad methods.  

 

A sentence has been added to indicate the methodology used and the sample size under the 

subheading study design.  

"1000 adults (without CHD) from Northern Ireland were interviewed using DCE methodology" Page 8 

line 2  

 

Another subheading "DCE design" was added to page 8 line 3  

 

- I also believe using the more standardized subheading of “participants’ would be useful in terms of 

where and how the participants were recruited and why that group was chosen.  

 

The word "Participants" was added to the subheading "Data collection" so the new subheading is 

"Participants and data collection" page 11 line 12  

 

- Suggest the inclusion of a concluding paragraph  

 

A conclusion paragraph has been included in page 18  

"Conclusion  

Respondents with different risk factors had different perceptions of such factors. Also they were 

mistaken in their perceptions about the contribution of such factors to the overall risk of having a 

coronary event in the next 10 years. These divergent and mistaken perceptions of CHD risk factors 

could be a barrier to behavioural change. This brings into focus the need for more tailored health 

promotion campaigns to tackle CHD" Page 18 paragraph 1 
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