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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript is important to highlight the burden and mortality due to scrub typhus in an endemic state of India. But the study relies only on the state level data already there in public health domain which may not be representative data due to non-reporting of data to public health authorities. It would be better to perform systematic review or meta-analysis to highlight the actual picture of the disease. However, the same has been highlighted by authors as limitations of their study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but the manuscript can be improved by dividing the seasonal trends into month wise distribution rather than monsoon, summer or winter because the post-monsoon period is also an important risk factor for scrub typhus. The discussion needs more elaboration on the findings of the study supported by more recent and relevant references. The CFR alone is alright but it would be more sensible if CFR is compared with total cases together on the same graph. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are neither sufficient nor recent. The references need to include more references with more relevance and recent references on the topic concern. The references are not written in Vancouver’s style.
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	Yes, but needs improvement.
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