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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Dr Roopali Sankeshwari 
KLEVK Institute of dental sciences  
Nehru nagar  
Belgaum  
INDIA 

REVIEW RETURNED 05-Aug-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The study deals with an original research.Coverage of the topic is 

adequate.However there are some major concerns about 

methodology.The study has poor internal validity and hence I feel it 

lacks external validity. 

1. The title indicates topic and focus of the study but does not 

include  Study population, study design, study setting ,age 

group included. 

Alternate title 

 Metabolic syndrome and health-related behaviors 

associated with pre-oral cancerous lesion among 20-80yrs 

old  adults of Yunlin country, Taiwan –A cross sectional 

study  

                           or  

 Association of Metabolic syndrome ,health-related behaviors 

and pre-oral cancerous lesion  among 20-80yrs old  adults 

of Yunlin country, Taiwan –A cross sectional study 

Abstract- Information in the abstract matches with the text but the 

study objectives, parameters assessed, statistical tests applied are 

missing. 

Introduction – It is meaningful and concise, based on existing 

literature,logically presented and important studies have been 

mentioned. However study objective is not mentioned. 
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Methodology  

There are many strong points in the methodology.Sample size being 

the important one.But following are the major concerns  

 Sampling method – not mentioned. 

 Pilot study – not mentioned 

 Since many examiners are involved in the study, how 

was inter examiner reliability assessed? What about 

kappa values? Instruments used? 

 What is the reason for selecting such a wide age range.I 

doubt if the results of 20 year old are comparable with 

80 year old. 

 How many centres were altogether included? 

Results -  They are Presented in detail  

Discussion  

 Highlights the important findings of the study. 

 Comparison made with existing literature.  

   Conclusion 

 Recommendation mentioned  

 Future scope-mentioned  

 Limitation ,strength mentioned –mentioned 

References  

 Presented in Vancouver style. 

 The entire manuscript needs to be corrected for 

grammar and punctuation. 

 

REVIEWER Ken Russell Coelho 
Public Health Commissioner  
Alameda County Public Health Commission  
1000 Broadway, Suite 500  
Oakland, California 94607  
United States 

REVIEW RETURNED 04-Sep-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS This is an important paper addressing the metabolic syndrome and 
health-related behaviors associated with pre-oral cancerous lesion in 
a rural community of Taiwan. Overall, the paper is well-written and is 
acceptable for publication with minor areas for improvement as 
enumerated below.  
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1) Please include in the appendix a copy of the survey 
instrument/form/interview guide administered to participants.  
2) Please include in the appendix, a copy of the informed consent 
form (if any) or script used.  
3) Please explain how 'Serious learning difficulty' and ' an inability to 
answer questionnaires' were assessed.  
4) Please include a copy of the study protocol approved by the IRB 
in the appendices.  
5) Explain in a moderate amount of detail rationale for non-random 
sampling technique.  
6) Please discuss the health policy implications of the study findings 
to the Taiwanese context, and comparison with the health context of 
similar countries such as India, or China.  
Thank you for your submission and the opportunity to review this 
important work. 

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Many thanks for your kind and important comments. We have reedited and corrected the manuscript 

based on editor and reviewer’s comments with red font. We also have the entire manuscript corrected 

for grammar and punctuation by a native English speaker.  

1. Title: regarding the title does not include- study population, study design, study setting, age 

group…  

Ans. Thank you for your comments. We have reedited the title on p1 with red font.  

2. Abstract- Regarding the study objectives, parameters assessed, statistical tests applied are 

missing.  

Ans. Thank you for this mention. We have reedited the abstract with more information on p2 with red 

font.  

3. Introduction –Regarding the study objective is not mentioned.  

Ans. We have reedited the study objective on p6-7 with red font.  

4. Methodology-  

4.1. Regarding the sampling method, pilot study – not mentioned.  

Ans. We have reedited the method section on p7-8 with red font.  

4.2. Regarding the interrater reliability and for the many examiners are involved in the study and the 

instruments…  

Ans. We have reedited the reliability related to the questionnaires and inter-raters on p8 with red font.  

4.3. Regarding the reason for selecting such a wide age range of 20-80 years old adults.  

Ans. Sorry about the wide age range of 20-80 years old adults. Since this is the first example of nurse 

faculty-led longitudinal study of health promotion for community health development in the 

disadvantaged area, the prevalence of obesity and chronic diseases issues are higher in this area. At 

the beginning, we just want to do more exactly of community health assessment, then to initiate 

specific health promotion programs for the best target. Therefore, in our present study, we include 

75% of participants who are enrolled in this health screening.  

4.4. Regarding how many centers were altogether included?  

Ans. Participants lived in around 27 villages and were altogether received a complete health survey in 

one collaborating local hospital during 9 months of physical examination and interview. The 

collaborating local hospital provided service for 40 community residents each day.  

5. Conclusion  

Regarding mentioned the recommendation, future scope, and limitation, strength…  

Ans. We have reedited the conclusion section with mentioned the recommendation, future  

scope, limitation and strength on p17-18 with red font.  

6. References  

6.1. Regarding presented in Vancouver style.  

Ans. Thank you, we have reedited the reference list and followed the journal requirement.  
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Please see the p19-21 with red font.  

6.2. The entire manuscript needs to be corrected for grammar and punctuation.  

Ans. Thank you, we have reedited the manuscript for grammar and punctuation by a native English 

speaker. 

VERSION 2 – REVIEW 

REVIEWER Dr Roopali Sankeshwari 
KLE Univsersity's  
KLEVK Institute of dental scineces  
Belgaum  
Karnataka  
India 

REVIEW RETURNED 02-Nov-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Authors have put in efforts and have edited the manuscript to a great 
extent. However following issues are still unresolved.  
• Type of examination for oral precancerous lesions. How many 
dentists were involved in the examination? How did they identify oral 
precancerous lesions? How were the dentists calibrated? Since the 
entire topic deals with oral precancerous lesions, it is important for 
readers to understand the methodology adopted by the 
investigators. What was the kappa value for dentists?  
• I suppose the dentists have examined “oral mucosa” and not “oral 
mucous” as written in the manuscript. Please clarify. Both the words 
have different meaning.  
• SPSS version 20 is IBM and not Illinos , Chicago.  
• Manuscript still has many grammatical errors. 

 

VERSION 2 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Many thanks for your kind and important comments. We have reedited and corrected the manuscript 

based on reviewer’s comments with red font. We also have the entire manuscript corrected for 

grammar by a native English speaker.  

1. Regarding type of examination for oral precancerous lesions. How many dentists were involved in 

the examination? How did they identify oral precancerous lesions? How were the dentists calibrated? 

Since the entire topic deals with oral precancerous lesions, it is important for readers to understand 

the methodology adopted by the investigators.  

Ans. Thank you for your valuable recommendation. In the section “Identification and examination of 

POC lesion”, we did not describe the examination program exhaustively. We had reedited more 

detailed information in the manuscript and added one reference for screening protocol. Please see 

p7-8 with red font.  

2. What was the kappa value for dentists?  

Ans. Actually, in this study we did not compute the Kappa statistics for the inter-rater reliability among 

the four dentists. We have provided the limitation information on p16 with red font.  

3. Regarding the dentists have examined “oral mucosa” and not “oral mucous” as written in the 

manuscript. Please clarify.  

Ans. Thank you so much. We have re-edited the word of oral mucosa on p8 with red font.  

4. SPSS version 20 is IBM …  

Ans. Thank you so much. We have corrected on p10 with red font.  

5. Regarding the manuscript still has many grammatical errors.  

Ans. Thank you. We have asked for grammar corrected by a native English speaker. 
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