
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) Heavy smoking rate trends and related factors in Korean 
occupational groups: analysis of KNHANES 2007–2012 data 

AUTHORS Kim, Bo-Geun; Pang, Do-Dam; Park, Young-Jun; Lee, Jong-In; Kim, 
Hyoung-Ryoul; Myong, Jun-Pyo; Jang, Tae-Won 

 

VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Lyzette Blanco 
Claremont Graduate University  
United States 

REVIEW RETURNED 18-Aug-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The authors provide insight into smoking prevalence of South 
Korean males in manual and non-manual occupations. The 
information is highly relevant and integral in understanding a 
particular segment of the population.  
There are some concerns that should be addressed.  
Overall concerns-  
1. The authors list the following: “Information about many extrinsic 
factors (such as socioeconomic status, education, and family 
relations), which could be related to smoking and heavy smoking, 
was not available. This highlights the need for future studies 
considering these factors.”  
While the research may be limited, research concerning the extrinsic 
factors should be included in the manuscript.  
2. The authors analyzed smoking trends among male workers 
between the ages of 25-64 without discussing the implication of age 
on smoking trends in the introduction or discussion. The authors 
should consider discussing the implications of age on smoking as 
research has shown various differences in smoking by age.  
3. The authors draw a distinction between smoking and heavy 
smoking. The authors should clarify this within the paper. It’s often 
confusing as the paper doesn’t directly provide support for both.  
4. The authors may consider reformatting the manuscript to reflect 
the variables of interest. The results although informative are at 
times difficult to digest. The authors may consider reformatting the 
paper by categories or variables of interest.  
Abstract  
1. The authors should consider revising the abstract to include more 
specific information in the results. It would be helpful to reread for 
grammatical errors and flow.  
Introduction  
1. The authors should consider the addition of supportive literature 
concerning smoking patterns for population of interest. While there is 
literature concerning the negative attributes of smoking limited 
research has been provided to address the South Korean population 
and how smoking has effected this group.  
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2. Minor grammatical errors throughout the introduction should be 
addressed.  
 

 

REVIEWER EunChul Jang 
Soonchunhyang University Cheonan Hospital, Korea(Republic of ) 

REVIEW RETURNED 19-Aug-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Major  

I think conclusion may be in discord with objectives. You suggested 

that objectives was to investigate trends of heaving smoking rate 

trends but your conclusion was to consider anti-smoking policies to 

control risk factors of heavy smoking such as long working, stress in 

manual workers. I’m confusing your objectives and conclusions. 

Please tell clear suggestion through your study. And I recommend to 

change title matching your conclusions. 

Line 98 Is there the evidence that reference point of long working 

hours is 60 hours per week. Statistical significant may change 

largely according to reference point. It is important that working 

hours may or not associated with heaving smoking in your 

conclusion.    

Line 176~181  

I don’t know relationship between smoking rate in manual workers 

and economic crisis in 2008. Please explain the discrepancy of 

smoking rate between manual workers and other occupational 

groups in period of economic crisis.   

Line 182~184  

You expressed “resistant to anti-smoking policies in manual 

workers.” What do you mean? I have no idea whether you say 

structural problem in Korean society or not.     

Line 186~192 

I know That There is no item for “job stress” in KNHANES. There is 

no job stress definition in your study method. Please explain how to 

investigate job stress.  I think the stress of the workers and job 

stress are different. If you consider the stress of worker as job 

stress, you may distort the results.     

Please check your discussion 

Minor Concern 

Line 44~45 In the period 1997~2004, ~ in the United States. -> 

removal.  

Line 105~106. Where was Smoking cessation education carried 
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out? In Community-based ? or in workplace? or in hospital?  

Line 114 smoking behavior -> smoking rate and heavy smoking rate 

Line 153~154 the outcome of heaving smoking -> heaving smoking 

Line 173. What do you mean smoking habits? Identify smoking 

related term in your article. 

Line 182 rates of heavy smoking ? -> heavy smoking rate 

Line 185 heavy smoking of more than 20 cigarettes per day -> 

heavy smoking 

Line 187 These and our results -> Our results 

Line 198~200 Why do you think manual workers are more hard and 

melancholic than other occupational groups. 

 

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer 1 

1. The authors list the following: “Information about many extrinsic factors (such as socioeconomic 

status, education, and family relations), which could be related to smoking and heavy smoking, was 

not available. This highlights the need for future studies considering these factors.” 

While the research may be limited, research concerning the extrinsic factors should be included in the 

manuscript.  

 

We added discussion about the extrinsic factors in the discussion section. 

 

2. The authors analyzed smoking trends among male workers between the ages of 25-64 without 

discussing the implication of age on smoking trends in the introduction or discussion. The authors 

should consider discussing the implications of age on smoking as research has shown various 

differences in smoking by age.  

 

We add the implication of age on smoking in the discussion section (Line 187-196). 

 

3. The authors draw a distinction between smoking and heavy smoking. The authors should clarify 

this within the paper. It’s often confusing as the paper doesn’t directly provide support for both.  

 

According to your comment, we used “current smoking” instead of “smoking”. 

 

4. The authors may consider reformatting the manuscript to reflect the variables of interest. The 

results although informative are at times difficult to digest. The authors may consider reformatting the 
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paper by categories or variables of interest.  

 

We modified title of the paper as “Heavy smoking rate trends and related factors in Korean 

occupational groups: analysis of KNHANES 2007–2012 data” in order to indicate the objective of our 

study better. In addition, we revised the discussion section, including first paragraph of the discussion, 

for readers to understand the manuscript more easily. 

 

Abstract 

 

1. The authors should consider revising the abstract to include more specific information in the 

results. It would be helpful to reread for grammatical errors and flow. 

 

We revised the abstract according to your comment. 

 

Introduction 

 

1. The authors should consider the addition of supportive literature concerning smoking patterns for 

population of interest. While there is literature concerning the negative attributes of smoking limited 

research has been provided to address the South Korean population and how smoking has effected 

this group.  

 

We added recommended contents with related references in the introduction (line 40-51). 

 

2. Minor grammatical errors throughout the introduction should be addressed. 

 

We re-read the instruction and fixed grammatical errors. 

 

Reviewer 2 

Major Concern. 

 

I think conclusion may be in discord with objectives. You suggested that objectives was to investigate 

trends of heaving smoking rate trends but your conclusion was to consider anti-smoking policies to 

control risk factors of heavy smoking such as long working, stress in manual workers. I’m confusing 

your objectives and conclusions. Please tell clear suggestion through your study. And I recommend to 

change title matching your conclusions. 

 

We revised the title and objectives according to your comment. 
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Line 98 is there the evidence that reference point of long working hours is 60 hours per week. 

Statistical significant may change largely according to reference point. It is important that working 

hours may or not associated with heaving smoking in your conclusion.    

 

There is no fixed standard to distinguish long work hours. Many previous literatures used 52 hours or 

60 hours per week as the cut point of long work hours. Korean workers had the second longest 

working hours among OECD countries. Because Korean workers work very long hours, we decided 

60 hours per week as the cut point of long working hours. 

 

Line 176~181  

I don’t know relationship between smoking rate in manual workers and economic crisis in 2008. 

Please explain the discrepancy of smoking rate between manual workers and other occupational 

groups in period of economic crisis.   

 

Economic crisis in 2008 is financial crisis, which threatened the collapse of large financial institutions. 

Many financial institutions decided to restructure and reduce their employee. For this reason, the 

many workers, especially workers of financial institutions, were suffered from job insecurity. This job 

stress may account for increased smoking rate of non-manual workers. In contrast, manual workers 

were relatively not affected by restructuring and personnel reduction. So the smoking rate of non-

manual workers did not increase since 2008. We modified the sentence in line 177-180. 

 

Line 182~184  

You expressed “resistant to anti-smoking policies in manual workers.” What do you mean? I have no 

idea whether you say structural problem in Korean society or not.     

 

We modified the sentence as following (line 183-186): 

“The observation that differences in rates of heavy smoking between manual and non-manual 

workers increased over time indicates that anti-smoking policies was less effective in manual workers 

who smoked heavily compared with non-manual workers.” 

 

Line 186~192 

I know that there is no item for “job stress” in KNHANES. There is no job stress definition in your study 

method. Please explain how to investigate job stress. I think the stress of the workers and job stress 

are different. If you consider the stress of worker as job stress, you may distort the results. Please 

check your discussion. 

 

You are right. The stress in our study was both occupational and non-occupational stress. We 

modified the sentences in line 188-195 according to your comment. 

 

Minor Concern 
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Line 44~45 In the period 1997~2004, ~ in the United States. -> removal.  

We removed that sentence. 

 

Line 105~106. Where was Smoking cessation education carried out? In Community-based? or in 

workplace? or in hospital? 

The question did not include a particular place. So the place of smoking cessation education might be 

workplace, hospital, public health branch, or others. 

 

Line 114 smoking behavior -> smoking rate and heavy smoking rate 

We modified “smoking behavior” to “smoking or heavy smoking rate”. 

 

Line 153~154 the outcome of heaving smoking -> heaving smoking 

We modified according to your comment. 

 

Line 173. What do you mean smoking habits? Identify smoking related term in your article. 

We modified “smoking habits” to “smoking rate”. 

 

Line 182 rates of heavy smoking ? -> heavy smoking rate 

We modified according to your comment. 

 

Line 185 heavy smoking of more than 20 cigarettes per day -> heavy smoking 

We modified according to your comment. 

 

Line 187 These and our results -> Our results 

\We modified the sentence as following:  

“According to the results of previous studies and the present study, stress is related to both current 

smoking and heavy smoking. “ 

 

Line 198~200 Why do you think manual workers are more hard and melancholic than other 

occupational groups? 

We removed that sentence in the manuscript. 

 

VERSION 2 – REVIEW 

REVIEWER EunChul Jang 
Soonchunhyang University Cheonan Hospital, Korea(Republic of) 

REVIEW RETURNED 27-Sep-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Please check minor detalis in your sentences. ex) Line 183 heaving 
smoking rates -> rate  
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