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Compulsory 

REVISION 

comments 

 

Authors observe in lines 68 and 69 that notified. However, there were differences 
in the total number of cases when some categories were analyzed separately, the 
reason may be double entry at separate health systems or something else, need to 
be clear. 
 
Low death rate need to be probed as this may be referral before death or some 
other reason. 
 

What are the reasons for early care of snakebite cases need to be documented 

 

The high survival rate after treatment needs attention if it is due to better 

protocol of treatment or better antisnake venom, the treatment protocol 

needs to be explained and  also if the antivenom includes all the identified 

species need to be discussed. 

 

The lines 149& 150, the authors say; Another important point found in the present 
study is that large amounts of data that should have been registered in the 
notification records input to SINAN were in fact never recorded. So what appear 
to be the reasons for non recording or the deaths were not recorded ? 
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