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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

The authors have improved and revised the paper according to the review 

comments.  

From the revised paper only sentence one sentence remains unclear:  “The 

information is not given to a particular patient, for a certain reason, directly by 

the physician and starts to be available to any patient who looks for it.[16]”. 

After reading the original source (However, information disclosed online about a 

doctor’s personal illness, relationship difficulties, wedding plans, religion or dying 

parent is potentially available to any patient who chooses to look for it. The effect, 

positive or negative, of such information on an individual patient cannot be predicted. 

In effect, information can be ‘taken’ by any patient, rather than deliberately ‘given’ in a 

considered manner, to a particular patient, for a particular reason, by the doctor.), I 

would rephrase this sentence e.g. in the following manner: “For example, 

information given to particular patient online, for a certain reason, starts to be 

available to any patient who looks for it”. (Lines 123-125). 

As final minor detail comment, in the line 226, LinkedIn is spelled incorrectly 

(LinkdIn). 

The sentence was rephrased as suggested. 

 

LinkedIn in is now spelled correctly. 

 

Thank you for your feedback. 

 

 

 


