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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

- Current study with an important theme, considering that morbidity and
mortality related to drug incidents is significant worldwide and many of them
can be related to polypharmacy

- It should be important to improve the description of some mandatory study
components as the aims, type of study and methodology. A description of
these components is vague and subjective, making it difficult for the reader
to understand.

- The study title refers to problems regarding polypharmacy in elderly in
Indian population. However, the Indian population conditions are little
addressed. It would be important to report in more depth the characteristics
of the health system, economic and social conditions related to the practice

- ltisimportant to highlight whether there were limitations to the study

of polypharmacy in the country, if this is related to the objective of the study.

Minor REVISION comments

- Some authors must be cited in references or in body text. There are data about
statistical information where the font isn’t cited, or secondary articles cited,
disregarding the original study.

- In abstract there is a relation with polypharmacy and nursing homes, but it isn’t
approached in the text. | suggest that this excerpt be removed from the abstract.
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

The article did not involve direct data from people or institutions participating in
the study. Thus, the need for an ethical approval document or similar was
dispensed with. However, it is important to define more clearly some steps to
select the studies used in the text and reference some excerpts.

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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