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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Paolo Campisi 
Hospital for Sick Children  
Department of Otolaryngology - Head & Neck Surgery  
University of Toronto 

REVIEW RETURNED 25-Oct-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The study is a systematic review of literature describing the 
confidence/preparedness of junior physicians for the management of 
common otolaryngological problems. The study methods are 
appropriate and well described as is the interpretation of the results.  
 
The topic serves a very narrow niche. The Journal Editor will need to 
decide if the topic is too narrow for general interest. Suggest the 
authors describe why general otolaryngologic problems are of 
general interest. There is literature available to support this 
argument. In the US, it has been shown that 2 of the top 3 clinical 
presentations to the emergency department are otolaryngologic in 
nature (otitis media, tonsillitis/pharyngitis) and that 30-50% of 
primary care practice may concern ENT problems. With these 
arguments in place, then I would affirm that the manuscript is 
appropriate for the journal. The problem is indeed pertinent to a 
general medical practice.  
 
Finally, suggest a comment regarding the difficulty of acquiring and 
maintaining a reasonable footprint in an undergraduate curriculum. 
Otolaryngology is a relatively 'small' specialty and faces a difficult 
challenge of competing for curricular 'real-estate' with larger 
specialties such as internal medicine, surgery and others. Agree with 
the authors that this paper is a good starting point for discussions 
regarding the adequacy of undergraduate medical education with 
respect to otolaryngology. 

 

REVIEWER Prof Hisham Khalil 
Plymouth Univrsity Peninsula schools of Medicine and Dentistry 

REVIEW RETURNED 27-Dec-2015 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS This is a well-written review of the literature relating to perceptions of 
preparedness for ENT practice. The authors have highlighted the 
main limitation of this article which is based on views of those 
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surveyed rather than actual performance. The authors do not refer to 
the increasing adoption of an integrated approach to teaching and 
learning medical and surgical specialities in modern undergraduate 
medical curricula. This can include the use of Life Sciences 
Resource centres, Clinical Skills Resource centres, Problem-based 
learning in addition to traditional clinical placements. If the retrieved 
articles did not highlight these approaches, then they should 
highlight this in the discussion to make this article more 
contemporary.  

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer 1  

 

Dear Dr Campisi  

 

Thank-you for taking the time to read our article and for the pertinent suggestions that you made. In 

response to your comments we have highlighted within the introduction why ENT problems are of 

general interest:  

“In general practice, for example, ENT accounts for 25 percent of adult and 50 percent of all 

paediatric consultations2,4”.  

 

Moreover, in the discussion we acknowledged the difficulty of acquiring a larger portion of the 

undergraduate curriculum for ENT:  

“From the findings of this review it is evident that medical students want a formal ENT rotation of more 

than two weeks duration. Nonetheless, the authors realise that it is difficult to allocate an equitable 

proportion of the undergraduate curriculum to a relatively ‘small’ specialty, particularly when 

competing against larger disciplines such as General Surgery and Internal Medicine”.  

 

Yours sincerely,  

Gary Ferguson.  

 

Reviewer 2  

 

Dear Professor Khalil  

 

Thank-you for taking the time to read our article and for the pertinent comments that you provided. In 

response to your suggestions we have highlighted “the increasing adoption of an integrated approach 

to teaching and learning medical and surgical specialities” within the discussion. 

 

VERSION 2 – REVIEW 

REVIEWER Paolo Campisi 
Department of Otolaryngology - Head & Neck Surgery  
University of Toronto  
Toronto, Canada 

REVIEW RETURNED 24-Jan-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS This is a revised paper. It has satisfied my previous comments.   

 

REVIEWER Professor Hisham Khalil 
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Plymouth Hospitals NHS Trust and Peninsula Schools of Medicine 
and Dentistry 

REVIEW RETURNED 14-Feb-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS I have reviewed the revisions and they have addressed my previous 
comments.  
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