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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 
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guidelines: protocol of a feasibility study 

AUTHORS Marcano-Belisario, Jose; Gupta, Ajay; O'Donoghue, John; Morrison, 
Cecily; Car, Josip 

 

VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Nikki Newhouse 
University College London, UK 

REVIEW RETURNED 12-Oct-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS - Very comprehensive and timely study on a highly important area of 
unmet clinical need.  
- Personally excited to see results.  
- Unclear how researchers intend to balance apparent time delay of 
participant consent with spontaneity of response required to 
maintain ecological validity (line 55, pg 6) . Women with 
uncomplicated pregnancy typically have few antenatal appointments 
and participation needs to be secured on the spot.  

 

REVIEWER David D. Luxton 
Naval Health Research Center, USA  
University of Washington, Seattle, USA 

REVIEW RETURNED 12-Oct-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The overall study may be improved if a preliminary user design 
testing step was conducted before the full clinical population 
experimental testing study (if a user design study was previously 
conducted, it could be described). A preliminary user centered 
design procedure may help to identify potential design problems 
such as radio buttons that are too close to one another, etc. A 
description of iPad Air screen size would also be helpful, and the 
authors may wish to consider how the screen size may or may not 
be able to generalize to other tablet manufacturers/screen sizes that 
could be used in other settings.  
 
The protocol would also be improved if the authors would describe 
how the types of additional technical/human factors issues that the 
users may experience would be categorized and quantified (e.g., 
complaints about button size, number of errors requiring "reset").  
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VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer 1  

Comment: Unclear how researchers intend to balance apparent time delay of participant consent with 

spontaneity of response required to maintain ecological validity (line 55, pg 6). Women with 

uncomplicated pregnancy typically have few antenatal appointments and participation needs to be 

secured on the spot  

Authors' response: This sentence was a legal requirement from the sponsor. The intention is to recruit 

participants and ask them to complete the study procedures on the spot. Therefore, if they are willing 

to participate, they will be asked to complete the consent form and the study procedures immediately. 

However, those who are unsure about participation will have at least 24 hours to decide. In practical 

terms, this means that those participants will not be recruited on that day. They will not be followed up 

either. They will only be able to take part in the study if they come into contact with the research team 

at a later date. We have reworded this sentence as follows: “If a potential participant agrees to take 

part in this study, she will be consented and will complete the study procedures then. Otherwise, if 

she is unsure about participation, she will have at least 24 hours to decide. In this case, she would 

only take part in the study if she comes into contact with the research team during a future antenatal 

clinic.”  

 

Reviewer 2  

Comment: The overall study may be improved if a preliminary user design testing step was conducted 

before the full clinical population experimental testing study (if a user design study was previously 

conducted, it could be described). A preliminary user centered design procedure may help to identify 

potential design problems such as radio buttons that are too close to one another, etc.  A description 

of iPad Air screen size would also be helpful, and the authors may wish to consider how the screen 

size may or may not be able to generalize to other tablet manufacturers/screen sizes that could be 

used in other settings  

Authors' response: We have added a description of the screen size to the study design section. In 

addition, we have piloted the surveys with staff members at the Department of Primary Care and 

Public Health at Imperial College London (both when we were intending to use REDCap and after we 

decided to use Snap® Surveys). We have added the following sub-heading to the study methods 

section:  

“pilot phase  

We piloted both versions of the surveys used in this study (paging layout and scrolling layout) with 4 

staff members at the Department of Primary Care and Public Health at Imperial College London. This 

phase allowed us to identify (and rectify) the following issues:  

• Font size  

• Consistency of response formats (in particular, observed differences between yes-no questions and 

multiple choice questions with a single answer)  

• Framing of the survey results”  

 

Comment: The protocol would also be improved if the authors would describe how the types of 

additional technical/human factors issues that the users may experience would be categorized and 

quantified (e.g., complaints about button size, number of errors requiring "reset")  

Authors' response: This information will be captured through a post study procedures survey that 

members of the research team will be asked to complete after each participant. We will conduct a 

content analysis of the answers given to this survey in order to categorise the different requests for 

help made by participants (such as errors requiring reset) and report the proportion of participants 

making each type of request. We have reworded different sub-headings of the study methods section 

in an attempt to clarify this point. 
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