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Format for ANSWERING REVIEWERS

August 25, 2012

Dear Editor,

Please find enclosed the edited manuscript in Word format (file name: 2429-review.doc).

Title: Smoking increases risk of tooth loss: A meta-analysis of the literature.

Author: Fumihito Sato, Masashi Sawamura, Miki Ojima, Keiko Tanaka, Takashi Hanioka, Hideo Tanaka, Keitaro Matsuo.
Name of Journal: World Journal of Meta-analysis
ESPS Manuscript NO: 2222
The manuscript has been improved according to the suggestions of reviewers:

Responses to the reviewer:

(To the reviwer 02471365)

1) The reviewer suggested that we should clarify the studies presented in supplemental figure 2 with “teeth loss definition as one tooth”. We revised figure legends for figure S2 accordingly.

2) The reviewer advised to touch on some mechanism aspects between smoking and tooth loss. We added a paragraph on that issue as the second paragraph of the Discussion section.

(To the reviewer 02467528)

First of all, we have to express great appreciation to the reviewer on his/her careful evaluation and suggestion for improvement of our manuscript. We have made revision and our responses to each comment are as below.

1) According to the comment by the reviewer, we modified introduction of the manuscript.
2) The reviewer suggested possibility of showing quality evaluation of studies included in the manuscript. However, this study did not evaluate each study quality through meta-analysis process. Therefore, we did not put it in the manuscript.

3) Number of subject presented in table 1 for Klein BE et al. (2004) study was wrong. It was due to our abstracting error and corrected to 2,764 as appeared in the  
4) and 5). The reviewer suggested referring to BMC PH 2011 and discussion biological background for the association between smoking and tooth loss. Firstly, the reason why we did not is because this study was written before the paper (BMC PH). As suggested, we refer to suggested articles and discussed some potential biological background and interpretation of the study. 

6. We modified table 1 indicating “95% CI”.

7. We added year of publication in reference 14.

 (To the reviwer 01047751)
1) The reviewer touched on Hanioka’s BMC PH report and we would add some comment on that. The article and this manuscript were conducted in the same period by different PIs and approaches taken were different, the former was narrative and the latter was quantitative. Therefore, we had not think of duplicate publication at all because they are totally different study. The first draft of this manuscript was written before Hanioka’s paper was accepted therefore, we did not refer to it and it was kept until now. But, as suggested by the reviewers, we touched on that and discussed about it. 

2) and 3)  The reviewer suggested consideration of Hamling method in the evaluation of pooled estimates. We have realized the importance of this issue but did not touched on that. Recent publication by Orsini et al. (Am J Epidemiol 2011, 175:, 66-73) indicated that negligible difference of estimates by Greenland-Longnecker’s methods and Hamling methods in the estimates. Therefore, we would like to keep the results presented in the manuscripts and refer to the articles by Hamling’s and Orinisi’s as the possible consideration to the readers. 

We realizes that former vs. current comparison is ideal for drawing inference for the study purpose, we gave up on this comparison because we did not have estimates exactly answering to this question in the most of the manuscript. We will discuss this as a limitation in the discussion section.

4) While the English is generally reasonably good, the abstract is rather poorly written. Thus I note: Line 1: AIM: should read “… is to quantitatively evaluate the impact …” Line 2: “Materials” misspelt, and why is AND in capitals? Lines 5 to 8: No need to explain what random-effects estimates are in the abstract. Line 9: “…containing a total of 95,973…” Line 1: Delete “In a random-effects model” as redundant. Line 12: “… only the mean age of participants…” 
( We corrected the indicated parts. We appreciate careful reading. 

5) Page 7, Para 1. Perhaps it should be made clear that “availability of RRs” includes cases where the estimates are derived, rather than presented in the paper. 
( We included the studies reported relative risk estimates in the article. This was reflected in the manuscript.

5) Page 7, last line but one. “adjustment for …” (also applies to headings in the tables). 
( We corrected indicated parts to “adjustment for” thoughout the manuscript.

7) Behaviour associated with oral health is referred to in various places, but it is unclear what this relates to. Table 1 might define the adjustment variables more precisely in the footnote. 

( We put the footnote indicating what kind of behavior was considered. 

8) Page 11, last para. Clearer if recorded as “We used meta-regression analysis to investigate sources of heterogeneity for the relationship between smoking and tooth loss”.   

( We changed the part as indicated.

9) Page 13, para 1, line 6. How is significance of the difference between the two RRs estimated, given they are not independent? 

( As noted for the comment 3), we realize that a comparison between fomrer and current smokers are ideal to refer significant difference. But we believe that lack of overlap of 95CIs between two groups are enough to refer significant difference between two groups. We appreciate that the reviewer would accept this notion in the manuscript.

10) Page 14, para 2, line 5. Among current smokers, older smokers may also have a lower daily consumption. 
( Corrected as indicated.

11) Page 14, line line. “limitations”.  ( corrected ‘limitation’ by ‘limitations’. 

12). Page 15, line 12. “of adequate quality”. ( corrected ‘with’ by ‘of’.

13) Figure 1. There are 563 studies for abstract review, with 421 excluded

( We corrected numbers in figure 1.
Thank you again for publishing our manuscript in the World Journal of Gastroenterology.

Sincerely yours,

[image: image2.jpg]4%

TR
Jaishideng®




Keitaro Matsuo, M.D., Ph.D. M.Sc.

Division of Epidemiology and Prevention
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