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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) The awareness of mothers about how to prevent cervical cancer in 

their adolescent daughters in Korea: qualitative research 

AUTHORS Kim, Hae Won; Kim, Duck Hee 

 

VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Chanhyun Park 
The University of Texas at Austin, TX, USA 

REVIEW RETURNED 11-Mar-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS This is a qualitative study of the awareness of mothers about how to 
prevent cervical cancer in their adolescent daughters. The 
manuscript follows most standards for conducting qualitative study. 
However, I have some minor comments that I hope will be helpful:  
 
Page 4 line 6: "The Asia Oceania region bears 51.6% of the 
worldwide cervical cancer burden." Reference is needed for this 
sentence.  
 
Page 4 line 13-17: "In 2011, the incidence of cervical cancer 
(calculated using age-standardized data) was 10.1 in Korea, 10.9 in 
Japan, and 5.2 in UK, and cervical cancer (5.4) was the seventh 
most prevalent cancer in Korean women and the third most 
prevalent in Korean women aged 15–34 years, after thyroid cancer 
(65.1) and breast cancer (11.0) [2]." It could be better to describe the 
denominator (per 100,000) for clarification.  
 
Page 5 line 18-47: Regarding sampling, what about non-
participation? According to COREQ-32-item checklist, rigorous 
attempts to recruit participants and reasons for non-participation 
should be stated to reduce the likelihood of making unsupported 
statements. In this study, how many people refused to participate or 
dropped out during the interview? If these are some, what is the 
reason?  
Also, was a relationship established prior to study commencement? 
If not, it could better to clarify.  
 
Page 6 line 26-47: Regarding rigor of this study, which author/s 
conducted the interview? It's not clear. Previously, just described as 
"research assistant"  
 
Page 8 line 14-16: Just a suggestion, I feel like the word "really" is 
not appropriate for formal writing.  
 
Throughout this paper, "most of the participants" and "most of the 
mothers" should be changed to "most participants" and "most 
mothers," and other grammatical errors and punctuation mistakes 
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should be fixed.   

 

REVIEWER Jun, Jae Kwan 
National Cancer Center, Republic of Korea 

REVIEW RETURNED 21-Mar-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The current study assessed “the awareness of mothers about how to 
prevent cervical cancer in their adolescent daughters” by means of 
qualitative research. The article is comprehensive and well written. 
Before decision for publication, I have a few comments to improve 
data presentation.  
Major comments  
1. Introduction: Authors stated that it is necessary to first focus on 
the role of mothers with adolescent daughters in preventing cervical 
cancer. But, why be a mother was the target? Was there any 
particular reasons? I think any information should be added more in 
introduction.  
2. Introduction: It is needed that the goal of this study was presented 
more specifically.  
3. Methods: You mentioned about “snowball method” but the 
explaining were insufficient for readers. Not only description but how 
snowball method was applied to research should be included with 
evidence based.  
4. Appendix 2: I wondered that any association between religion and 
daughter’ HPV vaccination. Because HPV can spread through 
sexual intercourse and the religion can affect the awareness of 
people about sex issue. But, your study method of selected 
participants was ‘church’ in some cases. Therefore, I thought it could 
be one of limitation in your study.  
5. Discussion: Limitation of the study, value of the study and 
suggestion for following research were not presented.  
Minor comments  
1. Methods: When you explaining about the characteristics of 
participant, “naming” each sentence should be required. For 
example education, occupation etc. like you showed in the appendix 
2. And there are some mistakes about the number of participants 
where you explained about occupation. Sample size is 9 but there 
are 10 participants in that sentence. 

 

REVIEWER Tae Hyun Kim 
Yonsei University, Korea 

REVIEW RETURNED 01-Apr-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Overall, this is an interesting and informative study in that it 
investigates the awareness of Korean mothers regarding cervical 
cancer prevention for their daughters using a qualitative study 
design, and discusses policy implications.  
 
However, there are a few things that need to be addressed.  
 
1. The authors need to elaborate on the reasons for conducting a 
qualitative study with convenient sample (i.e., only 8 mothers). What 
were the pertinent characteristics for criteria for sample selection? 
Did they use a convenience sample to test the appropriateness of 
interview questions in an inexpensive and quick way by approaching 
an interested group of people first? Or, did they plan to embark on a 
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larger, longer, and more expensive study later?  
 
2. Limitation regarding the snowball approch should be discussed. 
For example, 6 out of 8 mothers in the study were christians. Is it 
because the participants were contacted mainly through churches?  
 
3. Qualification of the reseach assistant who conducted the 
interviews need to be explained (e.g., her educational background, 
how was she trained for the study, etc.)  

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

1) Page 4 line 6: "The Asia Oceania region bears 51.6% of the worldwide cervical cancer burden." 

Reference is needed for this sentence.  

Answer: Two paragraphs were connected into one  

 

2) Page 4 line 13-17: "In 2011, the incidence of cervical cancer (calculated using age-standardized 

data) was 10.1 in Korea, 10.9 in Japan, and 5.2 in the UK, and cervical cancer (5.4) was the seventh 

most prevalent cancer in Korean women and the third most prevalent in Korean women aged 15–34 

years, after thyroid cancer (65.1) and breast cancer (11.0) [2]." It could be better to describe the 

denominator (per 100,000) for clarification.  

Answer: I made clarification the denominator indicating incidence rate (per 100,000 person)  

 

3) Page 5 line 18-47: Regarding sampling, what about non-participation? According to COREQ-32-

item checklist, rigorous attempts to recruit participants and reasons for non-participation should be 

stated to reduce the likelihood of making unsupported statements. In this study, how many people 

refused to participate or dropped out during the interview? If these are some, what is the reason?  

Also, was a relationship established prior to study commencement? If not, it could better clarify.  

Answer: One participant dropped out during the interview due to unexpected personal affair. There 

was no one refused or dropped out during the interview.  

 

4) Page 6 line 26-47: Regarding rigor of this study, which author/s conducted the interview? It's not 

clear. Previously, just described as "research assistant"  

Answer: In the sampling of the method section, it was already mentioned that the assistant performed 

all interviews.  

 

5) Page 8 line 14-16: Just a suggestion, I feel like the word "really" is not appropriate for formal 

writing.  

Answer: I agree with that suggestion. I deleted the word  

 

Throughout this paper, "most of the participants" and "most of the mothers" should be changed to 

"most participants" and "most mothers," and other grammatical errors and punctuation mistakes 

should be fixed. Answer: All corrections were made throughout the paper.  

 

 

Major comments  

1. Introduction: Authors stated that it is necessary to first focus on the role of mothers with adolescent 

daughters in preventing cervical cancer. But, why be a mother was the target? Was there any 

particular reasons? I think any information should be added more in the introduction.  

Answer: These sentences were added in the introduction.  

In order to perform these approaches successfully, especially for the adolescent girls, the mutual 

interplay is necessary among the policies, public concern, and parents (usually mothers) involvement. 

Until today in Korea, in regard to cervical cancer prevention for the adolescent girls we did not 
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observe the significant changes or active participation of the governmental policy and the school sex 

education. Then we need to promote that issue into the Korean community and family, which highlight 

the mothers’ awareness about the cervical cancer prevention for the girls in this study.  

 

2. Introduction: It is needed that the goal of this study was presented more specifically.  

Answer: The end of the introduction, the purpose was clearly stated.  

; The purpose of this study was to determine the understanding of cervical cancer prevention for 

adolescent girls among Korean mothers. In this qualitative study, we will explore that mothers’ general 

awareness of cervical cancer and its prevention, experience and attitudes toward the Pap test, and 

perceived role, limitations, and the recommendations with regard to the prevention of cervical cancer 

in their daughters.  

 

3. Methods: You mentioned about “snowball method” but the explaining were insufficient for readers. 

Not only description but how snowball method was applied to research should be included with 

evidence based.  

Answer: The following explanations were specified.  

; The research topic was sensitive and personal, thus accurate information from the participants could 

be collected via snowball method based on their interest or willingness. Seven participants were 

recruited from the two churches and their phone numbers were gathered by a friend of the 

researcher. Two participants were also recruited by the community leader in the same manner.  

The two mediators received an information sheet from the researcher for this study and they identified 

the qualification and interest of the possible participants. Finally, the ten participants were selected by 

the mediators and recommended to the research team. Before interview commencement, we 

contacted ten participants with a phone call to confirm their willingness and prepare their response 

during the interview. After that a research assistant contacted each participant and planned the 

interview schedule as they wanted.  

 

4. Appendix 2: I wondered that any association between religion and daughter’ HPV vaccination. 

Because HPV can spread through sexual intercourse and the religion can affect the awareness of 

people about sex issue. But, your study method of selected participants was ‘church’ in some cases. 

Therefore, I thought it could be one of limitation in your study.  

 

5. Discussion: Limitation of the study, value of the study and suggestion for following research were 

not presented  

Answer: In the study summary, those were already explained, but as the reviewer’s comment, 

limitations and the strength of the study, and suggestion for future study were added in the 

discussion.  

; This study has limitations with respect to small sampling from the general population. The most 

mothers had a same religion which could affect their awareness about the sex issue. It could interfere 

with a diverse understanding of mothers toward cervical cancer prevention for daughters. Regardless 

of the possibility of sampling bias, this study provides a momentum that mothers of adolescent could 

be considered as a target population in the primary cervical cancer prevention for daughters, appears 

to be the first qualitative research to explore Korean mothers’ awareness on that. From the study 

results, the future studies are needed that the relationship between mothers’ awareness and mothers’ 

sociodemographic factors (including Pap screening behavior) with a representative sample and 

developing the strategies to enhance Korean mothers’ competency to expand primary cervical cancer 

prevention.  

 

Minor comments  

1. Methods: When you explaining about the characteristics of participant, “naming” each sentence 

should be required. For example education, occupation etc. like you showed in the appendix 2. And 

there are some mistakes about the number of participants where you explained about occupation. 
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Sample size is 9 but there are 10 participants in that sentence.  

Answer: The initial name (ABC…) of the participants were inserted in the sampling part.  

 

 

The results of this study could help in the understanding of the mothers’ preparedness and difficulties 

regarding cervical cancer prevention for adolescent girls, and could be applied to the development of 

strategies to expand primary cervical cancer prevention for adolescent girls in Korea.  

 

1. The authors need to elaborate on the reasons for conducting a qualitative study with convenient 

sample (i.e., only 8 mothers). What were the pertinent characteristics for criteria for sample selection? 

Did they use a convenience sample to test the appropriateness of interview questions in an 

inexpensive and quick way by approaching an interested group of people first? Or, did they plan to 

embark on a larger, longer, and more expensive study later?  

 

Answer: This study was a first phase of the project. At the end of the discussion, the limitation of the 

small sampling was noted and the directions of the future study were described.  

;This study has limitations with respect to small sampling from the general population. The most 

mothers had a same religion which could affect their awareness about the sex issue. It could interfere 

with a diverse understanding of mothers toward cervical cancer prevention for daughters. Regardless 

of the possibility of sampling bias, this study provides a momentum that mothers of adolescent could 

be considered as a target population in the primary cervical cancer prevention for daughters, appears 

to be the first qualitative research to explore Korean mothers’ awareness on that. From the study 

results, the future studies are needed that the relationship between mothers’ awareness and mothers’ 

sociodemographic factors (including Pap screening behavior) with a representative sample and 

developing the strategies to enhance Korean mothers’ competency to expand primary cervical cancer 

prevention.  

 

2. Limitation regarding the snowball approach should be discussed. For example, 6 out of 8 mothers 

in the study were Christians. Is it because the participants were contacted mainly through churches?  

Answer: The process for participant selection was explained specifically in the method. And the 

sampling bias also was noted in the discussion, according to other reviewers’ comments.  

; The research topic was sensitive and personal, thus accurate information from the participants could 

be collected via snowball method based on their interest or willingness. Seven participants were 

recruited from the two churches and their phone numbers were gathered by a friend of the 

researcher. Two participants were also recruited by the community leader in the same manner.  

The two mediators received an information sheet from the researcher for this study and they identified 

the qualification and interest of the possible participants. Finally, the ten participants were selected by 

the mediators and recommended to the research team. Before interview commencement, we 

contacted ten participants with a phone call to confirm their willingness and prepare their response 

during the interview.  

 

3. Qualification of the research assistant who conducted the interviews need to be explained (e.g., her 

educational background, how was she trained for the study, etc.)  

Answer: Yes. The background and the preparation of the assistant for this study were already 

described in the part of rigor of study  

; One member of the research team (DHK) has participated in several qualitative studies since 

completing her doctoral dissertation, and thus was engaged to guide the interview questions and train 

the interviewer for this study, and to code and analyze the data. One nurse who had worked for 12 

months in an oncology ward at a general hospital interviewed all of the participants over a 2-month 

period  

 

VERSION 2 – REVIEW 

 on M
ay 16, 2023 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://bm

jopen.bm
j.com

/
B

M
J O

pen: first published as 10.1136/bm
jopen-2014-006915 on 14 M

ay 2015. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/


REVIEWER Jae Kwan Jun 
National Cancer Center, Republic of Korea 

REVIEW RETURNED 22-Apr-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The authors adqueately addressed issues raised by reviewers.  
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