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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Yes, but the primary aim of the study is not very clear from the manuscript. Could be made
concise

Yes

Yes but could be rephrased to convey the message better

No. The methodologies part specially the statistical analysis could have been more concise.
Also the reason why these particular counties were chosen were not clear. Also whether it
included patients only from OPD]| Inpatient Dept is not very clear. Also why both mean and

median follow up times were used?

Yea, but it's implications for the community is very vague.

Yes

It is mentioned in the abstract that starting treatment later in the course of disease will be
effective. If it is really proven by the study? Also the authors have not defined later like how
many months after treatment or so

Sentences should not be started with numbers or reference brackets.

Results and discussion should not be clubbed together. The discussion should include
positive points from the research, strength and weaknesses of the study etc.
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communications?
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