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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 
 

It is not clear to me the novel contribution of this paper. The author says “the 
purpose is to review and study the components of SRS based life table in Assam” 
which is done yearly by ORGI. The rest of the paper just describes and analyses the 
methodology used for abridged life tables and the results for Assam. Can you clarify 
the contribution of your work? 

The contribution of present study is given between line No. 40 to 42 and is 
highlighted in red colour.  
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

There are some minor grammar mistakes: 
- “The purpose of the present manuscript…” (line 41) 
- SRS was not introduced before in line 45 
- environmental, without E in line 143 
- to promote an opportunitie in line 161 
- access of doctors in rural areas, and income (line 162) 

 
 

 
Grammatical mistake corrected in line 41 
SRS is the short form of Sample Registration System and is introduced in line 
No. 52 
“E” has been added. 
“an” has been deleted 
“and” has been added 

Optional/General comments 
 

The paper is well written and structured, easy to follow. However, the contribution of this 
work needs to be clarified. 
 
 
 

The contribution of this work has been clarified. 
 
 

 
 


