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Introduction 
 The introduction is poorly written and is aimed at an audience at best of high school age 
not experienced dementia investigators. The references are worrisome, incomplete and do 
not correspond to those in the reference list. How is possible to reference dementia with a 
2017 citation when dementia has been around for centuries? The same comments can be 
applied to those of other references from NIA and ADI. Just putting names of agencies like 
NIA and ADI in parentheses does not constitute a reference. 

The definition of caregivers is shallow and doesn’t reflect the vast literature about informal 
caregivers. Volumes of research exist about caregiver burden but the investigators have 
not cited one publication but use Alzheimer Disease International to support caregiver 
burden. This is not acceptable. 

 The data about the prevalence of Alzheimer disease is questionable and if these facts are 
true they need to be referenced. There are fragmented sentences like : 89% increase 
deaths due to Alzheimer’s between 2000 and 2014 .  

All the discussion in the introduction about resilience would be more appropriate in the 
discussion. 

It is not clear why the investigator claims that it is surprising that resilience  

studies have not been carried out in India.  Why would this be surprising since it is known 
that prevalence of dementia and caregiver burden investigations are rarely carried out in 
developing countries.  

I wonder if the investigator is aware of the UK based dementia research group called 
10/66. 

METHODS 

There is no mention of how the caregivers were recruited or their age range gender relation 
to patient and other pertinent facts that are always included in a well-defined study. There 
is no mention about the dementia stages in the persons being cared for. How were these 
persons diagnosed for dementia for instance? 
The instruments used to establish the conclusions are not provided and just indicating how 
they are rated is no sufficient to evaluate the remaining of the paper. 
 
RESULTS 
The graphs are not presented in a publishable format and the described methodology is not 
sufficient to allow the evaluation of the results.  From the results it is not possible to 
understand what resilience means in relations to the caregivers since we do not know 
anything about the caregivers and their stress. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
Very strong conclusions from a study that has not provided data about the caregivers, their 
stress level and how it was determined. There is no indication about the stage of dementia 
and the relationship between the caregiver and patient.  

It was a great pleasure to hear comments from senior researcher’s Thank you 
very much for your valuable comments, Actually my main research topic is 
Alzheimer’s caregivers not dementia. The definition/information which I have 
taken from NIA were updated in the year 2017. That’s what mentioned the 
year also. But as per suggestion I will remove those years. 
 
 I studied about perceived multidimensional social support and resilience of 
the caregiver. So I didn’t mention much about burden. 
 
Coming to the facts of Alzheimer’s I will mention the references from which I 
have taken. 
 
When I went through reviews I couldn’t find any Indian studies especially on 
caregivers of Alzheimer’s. So I mentioned like that. But any way I will remove 
those lines from my manuscript. 
 
I will clearly mention in methodology, on how a selected  caregivers for the 
research study. I studied all the variables which you have mentioned like age 
range, gender, relationship with patient etc. But I thought if I mention all these 
things manuscript will be too lengthy. Anyway I will write all the information 
which you have suggested. 
 
Ok I will change the format of graphs  
 
Coming to conclusion I didn’t study caregivers stress level. I studied  only the 
relationship between resilience and perceived social support. 
 
Thank you very much for spending your valuable time on my manuscript and 
for giving valuable suggestions. I will be in debt to you.  
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