
PEER REVIEW HISTORY 

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) Interprofessional education in the care of people diagnosed with 
dementia and their carers: a systematic review 

AUTHORS Jackson, Marcus; Pelone, Ferruccio; Reeves, Scott; Hassenkamp, 
Anne-Marie; Emery, Claire; Titmarsh, Kumud; Greenwood, Nan 

 

VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER Perla Werner 
University of Haifa, Israel 

REVIEW RETURNED 22-Jan-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The use of interdisciplinary teams in the area of dementia is an 
important health and social topic. To my knowledge there does not 
exist a systematic review of this literature. This is therefore a 
relevant topic for the journal's readership.  

 

REVIEWER Chiara de Waure 
Institute of Public Health, Catholic University of the Sacred Heart, 
Rome 

REVIEW RETURNED 03-Feb-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The paper “Interprofessional education in the care of people 
diagnosed with dementia and their carers: a systematic review” is a 
systematic review addressing the role of IPE in the management of 
dementia. The paper is well organized and methodological sounded. 
Nonetheless I see two major concerns. The first one is about the aim 
of the review. Author stated that the aim was to assess the influence 
of IPE on health and social care outcomes through the description 
and the evaluation of the impact on health and social care 
practitioners’ understanding of dementia, the quality of care for 
people with dementia and support for their carers. With this respect I 
do not understand why papers focusing on students were selected. I 
would have restricted the search to papers involving care givers and 
health professionals directed involved in the management of patients 
with dementia. Similarly, because of the aim to evaluate health and 
social care outcomes, I would have limited the search to papers 
specifically addressing these outcomes. The other concern is about 
the synthesis of results. Authors focused mostly on the quality of 
evidence but they did not fully address the results coming from the 
studies. As minor concern I would like to ask Authors reporting the 
exact dates of the search. 
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REVIEWER Adina Dreier 
Institute for Community Medicine,  
Dept. Epidemiology of Health Care and Community Health  
University Medicine Greifswald, Germany 

REVIEW RETURNED 22-Mar-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Interprofessional education in the care of people diagnosed with 
dementia and their carers: a systematic review  
bmjopen-2015-010948  
 
Thanks for giving me the chance to review this manuscript. It 
addresses the impact of interprofessional education on caring for 
people with dementia. Two research themes are combined and it 
has an important contribution to improve dementia care.  
 
Abstract  
Keywords are different in the manuscript and the online system. 
Please harmonise the keywords.  
 
Introduction  
p.3 l15  
Add a full stop after the reference (7).  
 
p3. l.19-20  
‘Residential care is often necessary in late stage dementia, but for 
many, family members or friends are the primary care providers 
(10)’.  
The statement is a little bit contradictory. In fact, care givers are the 
main resource for taking care for demented people. Most of them 
are support by informal care givers. Main causes of confinement in a 
residential home includes, among other things, incontinence, 
behavioral problems or bedridden. To combine these two facts in 
one sentence can be misleading. Therefore, please describe this 
statement more precisely in terms of the main burden are taken by 
informal care givers. In later stage residential are required. Reasons 
are …  
 
p.3 l.34-36  
‘However, working together in an effective interprofessional manner 
is often undermined by a lack of understanding about key 
communication and coordination processes which underpin this type 
of practice (17, 18).’  
Another main cause is a lack of knowledge about roles and 
responsibilities of health care professionals. Please, add this.  
 
Methods  
p.4 l.23-25  
Manual searching of three relevant journals (January 2004 to 
December 2014; Journal of Interprofessional Care; International 
Psychogeriatrics; Dementia: The International Journal of Social 
Research and Practice’  
Please can you explain, why you identified precisely this journals or 
what was search strategy to identify these three journals?  
 
Discussion  
p.12  
The results of the systematic review have to be discussed in relation 
to other studies. Furthermore the meaning of the study: unanswered 
questions, future research and implications for clinicians and 
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policymakers have not been adequate discussed. There is a need 
for complementation.  

 

VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer: 1  

 

Reviewer Name - Perla Werner / Institution and Country - University of Haifa, Israel  

 

The use of interdisciplinary teams in the area of dementia is an important health and social topic. To 

my knowledge there does not exist a systematic review of this literature. This is therefore a relevant 

topic for the journal's readership.  

Response: Thank you for your encouraging and supportive comments.  

 

Reviewer: 2  

 

Reviewer Name - Chiara de Waure /Institution and Country /Institute of Public Health, Catholic 

University of the Sacred Heart, Rome  

 

 

The paper “Interprofessional education in the care of people diagnosed with dementia and their 

carers: a systematic review” is a systematic review addressing the role of IPE in the management of 

dementia. The paper is well organized and methodological sounded.  

Nonetheless I see two major concerns.  

1. The first one is about the aim of the review. Author stated that the aim was to assess the influence 

of IPE on health and social care outcomes through the description and the evaluation of the impact on 

health and social care practitioners’ understanding of dementia, the quality of care for people with 

dementia and support for their carers. With this respect I do not understand why papers focusing on 

students were selected. I would have restricted the search to papers involving care givers and health 

professionals directed involved in the management of patients with dementia.  

Response: Thank you for raising this in your helpful review. Half of the six studies described 

interventions for pre-registered practitioners i.e. trainees / students and the remaining three studies 

focused on post-registration practitioners i.e. qualified. All of the papers included described 

practitioners’ directly involved with the care and management of patients with dementia to varying 

degrees. This is now reflected in the aim of the review p.2 highlighted in turquoise  

 

2. Similarly, because of the aim to evaluate health and social care outcomes, I would have limited the 

search to papers specifically addressing these outcomes. The other concern is about the synthesis of 

results. Authors focused mostly on the quality of evidence but they did not fully address the results 

coming from the studies.  

Response: Again, thank you for this valuable observation. The aim of the review was to describe and 

evaluate the impact of IPE interventions specifically on health and social care practitioners 

understanding of dementia, the quality of care for people with dementia and support for their carers. 

The comprehensive search strategy used did produce IPE interventional studies which reported 

outcomes. The search was intentionally broad enough in order to answer three specific questions:  

1.What is the evidence that IPE for providers involved in dementia care has benefits for: (a) patients 

(health) outcomes; (b) family carers outcomes; (c) providers (including students) education; (d) 

organisational and delivery of dementia care?  

2.Does the implementation of IPE improve collaborative knowledge, skills and interprofessional 

practice?  

3.What are the outcomes of IPE in dementia care?  

However, the quality of the evidence to support the outcomes was judged to be weak, limiting the 
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conclusions that could have been drawn. In addition, none of the studies reported benefits for patients 

or carers. P.3 highlighted in turquoise  

 

3. As minor concern I would like to ask Authors reporting the exact dates of the search.  

Thank you. The described search strategy was applied on the 9th September 2014 and updated in 

6th August 2015. This has been amended in the manuscript. P.4 highlighted in turquoise  

 

 

Reviewer: 3  

 

Reviewer Name- Adina Dreier /Institution and Country - Institute for Community Medicine,  

Dept. Epidemiology of Health Care and Community Health University Medicine Greifswald, Germany  

 

Thanks for giving me the chance to review this manuscript. It addresses the impact of 

interprofessional education on caring for people with dementia. Two research themes are combined 

and it has an important contribution to improve dementia care.  

 

Abstract  

Keywords are different in the manuscript and the online system. Please harmonise the keywords.  

 

Introduction  

p.3 l15  

Add a full stop after the reference (7).Amended  

 

p3. l.19-20  

‘Residential care is often necessary in late stage dementia, but for many, family members or friends 

are the primary care providers (10)’.  

The statement is a little bit contradictory. In fact, care givers are the main resource for taking care for 

demented people. Most of them are support by informal care givers. Main causes of confinement in a 

residential home includes, among other things, incontinence, behavioural problems or bedridden. To 

combine these two facts in one sentence can be misleading. Therefore, please describe this 

statement more precisely in terms of the main burden are taken by informal care givers. In later stage 

residential are required. Reasons are … Thank you. This sentence has be revised highlighted in 

yellow  

 

p.3 l.34-36  

‘However, working together in an effective interprofessional manner is often undermined by a lack of 

understanding about key communication and coordination processes which underpin this type of 

practice (17, 18).’  

Another main cause is a lack of knowledge about roles and responsibilities of health care 

professionals. Please, add this.  

Thank you. This sentence has be revised highlighted in yellow  

 

 

Methods  

p.4 l.23-25  

Manual searching of three relevant journals (January 2004 to December 2014; Journal of 

Interprofessional Care; International Psychogeriatrics; Dementia: The International Journal of Social 

Research and Practice’  

Please can you explain, why you identified precisely this journals or what was search strategy to 

identify these three journals?  

Manual searching of three journals with a considerable number of published papers on IPE and 
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dementia (January 2004 to December 2014; Journal of Interprofessional Care; International 

Psychogeriatrics; Dementia: The International Journal of Social Research and Practice); This 

sentence has be revised highlighted in yellow p.4  

 

 

Discussion  

p.12  

The results of the systematic review have to be discussed in relation to other studies. Furthermore the 

meaning of the study: unanswered questions, future research and implications for clinicians and 

policymakers have not been adequate discussed. There is a need for complementation.  

To our knowledge, this is the first systematic review summarising the evidence for the value of IPE 

dementia education programmes on learning outcomes of health and social care providers and 

students. Accordingly, the findings cannot be compared with other studies. However, parallels may be 

drawn with findings from this review and with the results of previous reviews which have also found 

limited evidence that IPE can improve professional practice and health and social care outcomes e.g. 

in child protection, delirium care, diabetes care and domestic violence management (21, 36).  

Implications for policy and future research have been described in the paper. The findings can inform 

a future agenda for research focused on developing higher quality IPE studies investigating 

interventions for professionals working in the delivery of care for people with dementia. P.12 This 

sentence has be revised highlighted in yellow 

 

VERSION 2 – REVIEW 

REVIEWER Chiara de Waure 
Department of Public Health, Università Cattolica del Sacro Cuore, 
Rome, Italy 

REVIEW RETURNED 11-Jul-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The paper may be now considered suitable for publication. The 
Authors decided to leave papers on students in the review but they 
specified it early in the text. With respect to results, Authors have 
elaborated on, referring to other evidence on IPE. Dates of the 
search have been included even though they do not overlap with 
those of the manual search. I would like to ask the Authors to check 
it.  

 

REVIEWER Adina Dreier 
Institute for Community Medicine,  
Dept. Epidemiology of Hea.th Care and Community Health,  
University Medicine Greifswald  
Greifswald - Germany 

REVIEW RETURNED 05-Jul-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Thanks for giving me the chance to review this manuscript again. All 
comments of the first review were addressed. No further adaptions 
are necessary.  
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