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 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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Line 139: Is possible a statistical comparison between the lead time to diagnosis in the 
regular outpatient clinic vs FT-RCD (8 weeks vs 5.5 weeks)? 
 
Line 202-203: the same comment as in line 139: “Access to a nurse-led outpatient clinic 
considerably reduces (31%) diagnostic intervals”. “Considerable” means a simple 
observation, but we don´t know if  the FT-RCD intervention is significant better than the 
regular outpatient clinic 

Line 139: Is possible a statistical comparison between the lead time to 
diagnosis in the regular outpatient clinic vs FT-RCD (8 weeks vs 5.5 weeks)?: 
With the application of one-Sample Statistics, the mean of the duration 
is 5.5 weeks significantly deviates from the lead time of 8 weeks. The 
mean difference is -2.5 with a confidence interval of the difference 
from -2.7 to -2.2. The corresponding P value is <0.001. 
 
Line 202-203: the same comment as in line 139: “Access to a nurse-led 
outpatient clinic significantly reduces (31%) diagnostic intervals”. 
“Considerable” means a simple observation, but we don´t know if  the FT-
RCD intervention is significant better than the regular outpatient clinic 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Is an interesting survey dedicated to improve the logistic and the satisfaction of patients 
with potential arrhythmia or conduction disorders. More search with comparison is 
necessary 

 
Fully agree. 

 


