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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER S. Tolga Yavuz 
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Ankara, Turkey 

REVIEW RETURNED 22-Mar-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS Thank you for the opportunity to review the manuscript entitled 
“Neck circumference as useful and simple tool for identifying general 
and abdominal obesity in children and adolescents: the CASPIAN-IV 
study”.  
It is an interesting real-life study from a tertiary referral center 
dealing with obese children. The authors aimed to evaluate the 
association of neck circumference, which is a "novel" simple 
anthropometric tool with obesity. The results indicate that neck 
circumference may serve well in classifying subjects. However, 
several areas of this report should be improved, particularly 
regarding the documentation of results in a clear and more 
understandable way for the readers. There is bulk data presented in 
several tables and I think that it is impossible for the reader to follow 
up the manuscript. The tables should be simplified and the 
differences between study groups should be better visualized.  
The manuscript should undergo a thorough language check by a 
native speaker. There are several typograhic and major grammatical 
errors.  
Moreover the discussion part should be re-written. Several 
paragraphs in the discussion refer to previous studies, however no 
detailed comparison of the study findings with previous studies in 
terms of similarities or differences have been made. These 
paragraphs may be summarized and incorporated into the 
introduction, however, in discussion, the authors must really 
"discuss" their results with previous studies. 

 

REVIEWER Daniel Weghuber 
Daniel Weghuber, MD, Assoc. Professor Department of Pediatrics  
Division of Pediatric Gastroenterology, Hepatology and Nutrition  
Müllner Hauptstrasse 48  
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A-5020 Salzburg 

REVIEW RETURNED 30-Mar-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The study has its merits but also substantial deficits. In particular, 
there are several studies that were performed in the pediatric age 
group that deserve consideration (s. below). Among them are 
studies that have already presented cut-offs for NC in diverse ethnic 
and age groups. Differences, if given, to these data sets need to be 
discussed.  
In addition, the method of assessment of neck circumference needs 
to be described in the methods section. Further, the exclusive 
applicability to the Iranian population should be stated in the 
Abstract as well as in the limitations paragraph.  
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VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer: 1  

 

1 The tables should be simplified and the differences between study groups should be better 

visualized.  

Based on comment tables reviewed carefully and for more clearness presented data summarized as 

categorical age groups.  

2 The manuscript should undergo a thorough language check by a native speaker. There are several 

typograhic and major grammatical errors. The manuscript reviewed and required language and 

grammatical correction have been considered by an expert.  

3 The discussion part should be re-written. Several paragraphs in the discussion refer to previous 

studies, however no detailed comparison of the study findings with previous studies in terms of 

similarities or differences have been made. These paragraphs may be summarized and incorporated 

into the introduction, however, in discussion, the authors must really "discuss" their results with 

previous studies. Discussion revised based on comments.  

Reviewer: 2  

 

1 The study has its merits but also substantial deficits. In particular, there are several studies that 

were performed in the pediatric age group that deserve consideration (s. below). Among them are 

studies that have already presented cut-offs for NC in diverse ethnic and age groups. The results of 

proposed studied considered for revision of discussion.  
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2 the method of assessment of neck circumference needs to be described in the methods section 

Details of assessment of neck described in the methods section  

3 The exclusive applicability to the Iranian population should be stated in the Abstract as well as in the 

limitations paragraph.  

 

As it has been highlighted in the text this point considered in revision of abstract, end part of 

introduction, and limitations paragraph. 

 

VERSION 2 – REVIEW 

REVIEWER S. Tolga Yavuz 
Guven Hospital  
Department of Pediatric Allergy  
Ankara, Turkey 

REVIEW RETURNED 24-May-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS I am not sure that the paper has undergone a thorough native 
speaker check. Therefore I advice to make a reliable language 
control before publication 

 

REVIEWER Daniel Weghuber 
Department of Pediatrics, Paracelsus Medical University, Salzburg 
Austria 

REVIEW RETURNED 11-May-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The authors have improved the manuscript. However, I still believe 
that the discussion lacks discussion of the data. This is in line with 
the second reviewer ("  
no detailed comparison of the study findings with previous studies in 
terms of similarities or differences have been made"). In my first 
review I have made several suggestions of papers that show that 
there isn´t such a lack of pediatric data as stated (Page 10, line 53) 
by the authors.  

 

VERSION 2 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Reviewer: 1  

 

1 The authors have improved the manuscript. However, I still believe that the discussion lacks 

discussion of the data. This is in line with the second reviewer ("  

no detailed comparison of the study findings with previous studies in terms of similarities or 

differences have been made"). In my first review I have made several suggestions of papers that 

show that there isn´t such a lack of pediatric data as stated (Page 10, line 53) by the authors. This 

comment considered in revised version of paper.  

 

 

Reviewer: 2  

 

1 I am not sure that the paper has undergone a thorough native speaker check. Therefore I advice to 

make a reliable language control before publication This comment considered in revised version of 

paper. 
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