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Comments to the Author

Lines 24-31 in the results section are better to be in the methods section rather than in the results
section.

Dear Sir, the lines you are referring to are related to results section, in methods | have also
mentioned briefly about the binary and multiple logistic regression analysis.

In the results section, "treatment outcomes" term is a bit ambiguous, | suggest to restate as RTI
improvement. Same in the title of table 5.

Dear Sir, | have restated as you said.

Reviewer: 2

Comments to the Author

In their conclusion,” Prevalence of community acquired pneumonia (65.6%) among geriatrics is quite
high than other respiratory tract infections.” is little bit awkward.” Prevalence of community
acquired pneumonia (65.6%) among older patients aged 65 years and older is quite high than other
respiratory tract infections” may be better.

Dear Sir, | have changed the sentence as you said.



