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complete a checklist review form (http://bmjopen.bmj.com/site/about/resources/checklist.pdf) and 
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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Britt Ingjerd Nesheim 
University of Oslo, Norway 

REVIEW RETURNED 30-Oct-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS I have checked "No" in point 4 to allow for the comment below:  
I would wish for a better description of the sampling methods and 
the interviewing methods. The method used in selection of both 
clusters and households should be described, and possible sources 
of bias should be discussed. The number of women approached for 
interview and the number of non-responders should also be 
described. Also, what sort of person conducted the interviews 
(gender, profession), and in what setting. Lack of privacy or 
embarrassment towards the interviewer could lead to bias.  
Additionally:  
The numbering of the tables will have to be revised:  
p 9, l 34: Table 3 should be table 2.  
P 10, l 3: Table 4 should be table 3.  
P 10, l 16: References to tables should be corrected  
Analysis p8 -9: four tables are mentioned (tables 4-7). However, 
there are only six tables in the manuscript.  
The tables are not numbered correctly in the manuscript. They 
appear as table 1, 2, 3, 5, 4, 5. 

 

REVIEWER Dr Sally Edmonds 
Formerly Obstetrician at St Augustine's Hospital, Muheza Tanga 
Tanzania 

REVIEW RETURNED 01-Dec-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Overall a disappointing paper with a conclusion which is non-
specific. My main complaint however is that it is too long and poorly 
written.  
 
A number of grammatical mistakes need correcting throughout text 
and in places words are left out (In Participants in Abstract - ".... 
reproductive were ... " ?)  
 
In results only four countries are listed - not Tanzania - is this a 
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deliberate omission ? no comment is made about Tanzania instead 
which if deliberate would be expected.  
 
"Mistimed pregnancy" is not defined effectively  
 
Table captions incomplete  

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer: 1  

 

1. I would wish for a better description of the sampling methods and the interviewing methods. The 

method used in selection of both clusters and households should be described, and possible sources 

of bias should be discussed. The number of women approached for interview and the number of non-

responders should also be described. Also, what sort of person conducted the interviews (gender, 

profession), and in what setting. Lack of privacy or embarrassment towards the interviewer could lead 

to bias.  

Response: Our analysis uses secondary (DHS) data. The methodology has been described by 

MEASURE DHS and is available online. Detailed description of sampling strategies, data collection 

process and response rates are available in DHS reports for respective countries. We have 

highlighted this in our methods section with references provided. See page 7.  

 

2. Additionally:  

The numbering of the tables will have to be revised:  

p 9, l 34: Table 3 should be table 2.  

P 10, l 3: Table 4 should be table 3.  

P 10, l 16: References to tables should be corrected  

Analysis p8 -9: four tables are mentioned (tables 4-7). However, there are only six tables in the 

manuscript.  

The tables are not numbered correctly in the manuscript. They appear as table 1, 2, 3, 5, 4, 5.  

Response: The numbering and references to the tables have been edited to match the text in the 

manuscript.  

Reviewer 2  

1. My main complaint however is that it is too long and poorly written.  

2. A number of grammatical mistakes need correcting throughout text and in places words are left out 

(In Participants in Abstract - ".... reproductive were ... " ?)  

Response: Thank you for your observation. We have edited the manuscript for grammatical errors.  

3. In results only four countries are listed - not Tanzania - is this a deliberate omission ? no comment 

is made about Tanzania instead which if deliberate would be expected.  

Response: We appreciate this observation. However, it is not true that only four countries are 

presented in the results with Tanzania excluded. Indeed, in the results section titled “logistic 

regression” Tanzania is mentioned eight times. Of significance, the results section gives a detailed 

account on how regional differences with Tanzania play a significant role in predicting contraceptive 

use among women. This is further discussed in our discussion section. More detailed results about 

Tanzania can be found in the Tables provided. Tanzania is mentioned under results ( see pages 10-

12) and in discussion ( see page 14).  

4. "Mistimed pregnancy" is not defined effectively  

Response: We have now defined all the three pregnancy histories (wanted, mistimed and unwanted). 

See page 8.  

5. Table captions incomplete  

Response: Thank you for this observation. This has been attended to.  

 

 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-2015-009991 on 10 M

arch 2016. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/


VERSION 2 – REVIEW 

REVIEWER Britt Ingjerd Nesheim 
University of Oslo  
Norway 

REVIEW RETURNED 12-Jan-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS I have reviewed an earlier version of this manuscript, and had two 
remarks: the collection of data not sufficiently described, and the 
numbering of the tables. In the present version, the tables are 
correct. As for the data collection, the reader is referred to four 
references, which, however, are not easy to access (would require a 
lot of effort). I still think that there should be more information about 
the data collection. 

 

REVIEWER Sally Edmonds 
St Augustines Hospital (Teule)  
Muheza  
Tanga  
Tanzania 

REVIEW RETURNED 30-Jan-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The paper is now clearer and gives a number of useful and 
interesting factors involved in contraceptive use in East Africa. This 
should be helpful in planning future FP programmes across the 
region.  
I have done minor typographical corrections that can be accepted or 
otherwise on the attached document.  
 
The reviewer also provided a marked copy with additional 
comments. Please contact the publisher for full details. 

 

VERSION 2 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer: 1  

 

I have reviewed an earlier version of this manuscript, and had two remarks: the collection of data not 

sufficiently described, and the numbering of the tables. In the present version, the tables are correct. 

As for the data collection, the reader is referred to four references, which, however, are not easy to 

access (would require a lot of effort). I still think that there should be more information about the data 

collection.  

Response: We have added information on the data collection exercise  

 

Reviewer: 2  

 

The paper is now clearer and gives a number of useful and interesting factors involved in 

contraceptive use in East Africa. This should be helpful in planning future FP programmes across the 

region.  

I have done minor typographical corrections that can be accepted or otherwise on the attached 

document.  

Response: We have accepted most of the suggestions 
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