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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Ethical Issues :  Yes, the authors should mention that 
the study was accepted by the local Committee on 
Bioethics and Research and that all patients signed the 
letter of informed consent. 

I agreed and included in the manuscript 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

1. The authors should mention that the study was 
accepted by the local Committee on Bioethics 
and Research and that all patients signed the 
letter of informed consent. 

2. The authors should mention that the study has 
limitations such as: the diagnostic test is not 
sensitive, has to be confirmed with other tests 
and / or combined with other tests. It also does 
not distinguish between IgG and IgM. 

3. If possible, update references. 

 I agreed and included in the 
manuscript 

Optional /General  comments 
 

 
In general, this study is interesting and useful. 
 
 

 

 


