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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a very well conducted study on a large population of patients otherwise not

represented in clinical studies. I feel that this study may represent a major advance in the

field. Some comments, with a costructive intent: - the paper is well written, but the style

is somehow colloquial. Can the Authors work on this? - there is a significant difference

in the lenght of hospital stay (+1.2 days) and medical expenses (+2400$) for frail patients

vs non-frail ones. Two comments: the values referring to medical expenses are likely

reversed; and, above all, these differences are statistically significance, but what about

their actual relevance? - Can the Authors revise the Discussion to better clarify the

difference from this study to previous ones?




