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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The language of the paper is not good enough. 
Abstract: in the methodology only two groups are 
introduced. In the results the authors introduce three 
groups. 
The authors do not write if the study was approved by 
an ethical committee. 
Did the authors verify the normal distribution of the 
data? 
Table 1 is not necessary; the age of the groups is 
mentioned in the text. 
Table 2 is not necessary; the gender distribution of the 
groups is mentioned in the text. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Line 104: Standard deviation misses.  

Optional/General comments 
 

The authors did not discuss why sICOS as a mean for 
diagnosis would be better than the viral load.  
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