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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Deborah Ward  
Lecturer in Infection Prevention & Control  
University of Manchester, UK 

REVIEW RETURNED 29-Oct-2012 

 

THE STUDY There needs to be some mention of how rigour was maintained in 
data collection as this is covered in analysis but not collection.  
 
There is no mention of the sampling method used or how 
participants were recruited - also there is no mention of whether data 
saturation was reached.  
 
There are several errors in grammar which need to be addressed. 

 

REVIEWER Michael Borg  
Clinical Head  
Dept of Infection Control  
Mater Dei Hospital  
Malta 

REVIEW RETURNED 30-Oct-2012 

 

THE STUDY As a qualitative study, it only reflects the subjects and the hospital 
where it was conducted. Nevertheless it is sufficiently interesting for 
the average journal reader. 

GENERAL COMMENTS The manuscript describes a qualitative study into perceptions of 22 
paediatric residents within a hospital in Canada. The study is well 
conducted with a comprehensively planned interview approach 
which extracted four major themes following interviews with the 
study subjects. I found this paper to be very well written and explains 
clearly a number of key concepts which, although they have to a 
certain extent already been identified in the literature, are highlighted 
and explained in a sufficiently novel manner that adds useful 
information to our knowledge of the subject.  
 
There is however an underlying issue that may need addressing by 
the authors. Although the title of the paper refers to hand hygiene, it 
is apparent that in most instances the residents consistently refer to 
hand washing. For this reason I believe that it is important that, 
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within the introduction, the authors not only state the hand hygiene 
compliance in their hospital but also the proportion undertaken 
through hand washing and using alcohol hand rub. This is not a 
minor detail because it will certainly impact on a number of the 
themes brought up in the results section. It is clear that, if the 
organizational culture is biased towards predominant hand washing, 
this will sub- consciously, foster a greater outlook towards hand 
hygiene as primarily a self protective intervention. It would also 
impact intensely on the difficulties raised by the interviewees in 
balancing competing priorities. In the light of the significant time 
needed to wash hand as opposed to the much more rapid alcohol 
hand rub, there is no doubt (as amply described in the literature, that 
residents will take short cuts at times of increased work load or 
perceived urgency. 

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

There needs to be some mention of how rigour was maintained in data collection as this is covered in 

analysis but not collection. - This has been included now. And involves using similar wording for all 

interviews and keeping transcribed interviews and digital copies in a secure location.  

 

There is no mention of the sampling method used or how participants were recruited - also there is no 

mention of whether data saturation was reached. - I have included mention of this now.- Participants 

were recruited via email and participation was voluntary. The sampling method used was a 

convenience sample. The residents were also chosen because of their unique position of being 

learners but also physicians in training. There were a total of 30 residents in the program and after 22 

interviews it was felt that data saturation was achieved by examining all interviews and finding the 

common four themes identified in the rest of the article.  

 

There are several errors in grammar which need to be addressed. - The article was re-read and 

grammar was corrected. The article has been re-read several times, please let me know if you still are 

finding errors!  

 

In regards to the comments about hand hygiene versus hand washing please see comments as 

follows and updates in the revised article. The hand-hygiene compliance that is indicated at our 

hospital included both hand washing with soap and water but also included hand san use. There is no 

particular organizational culture that shows a preference for soap and water hand washing in our 

facility. If anything hand san are more frequently used and ubiquitously available. I have included a 

statement which states that HH includes both hand washing with soap and water as well as alcohol 

based hand san. I have tried to include a bit of this in the article. I agree the terminology is slightly off 

but I know that the resident's meant hand sanitizer or soap and water as a cumulative term when 

referring in hand washing. Hand washing in this study didn't just mean soap and water usage. Please 

let me know if this is still confusing. 
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VERSION 2 – REVIEW 

REVIEWER Deborah Ward  
Lecturer in Infection Prevention and Control  
University of Manchester  
UK 

REVIEW RETURNED 15-Nov-2012 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS There is a paragraph added in the results section where the word 
'diarrhoea' is spelled incorrectly and where apostrophes are used 
incorrectly in the word resident's twice so these errors need to be 
addressed by editing  
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