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5. Ethical aspects. Does the manuscript have a paragraph on ethical aspects, where it 
mentions approval by the ethics committee, informed consent, and strict compliance with 
research ethics? 
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6. Results: They are presented adequately and it is not redundant with tables or graphs 
shown. 
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Results are well presented. 
 
7. Discussion: They present a level of critical analysis in correspondence with the problem 
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robust discussion that is satisfactory. 
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Poor 
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9. References. Quality of bibliographic references and if they are in accordance with the 
Vancouver format. 
Regular 
  
10. Redaction. Is the manuscript correctly written? Does it contain any spelling or 
grammar mistakes? 
Needs some language corrections 
  
11. Contributions. What are the main weaknesses of the manuscript and how the author 
can do to improve it 
The submitted manuscript is very interesting, however there is quite a deficiency in the 
wording, which affects its suitability. 
I attach suggestions for improvement. 
------------------------------------------------------ 
 
Dear Editor,  
 
We have now completely revised the manuscript, considering all reviewers' comments. 
We have supposed and included each reviewer's suggestion and did our best to reply to 
every comment and make the necessary changes to the document.  
 
We look forward to the decision on our manuscript.  
Sincerely,  
 
Jesús D Cortés, on behalf of all authors 
 
 
Answers: 
 
We want to thank the reviewers for their highly relevant comments and suggestions, which 
will undoubtedly make this manuscript a better study. 



 
- The title was altered as suggested by the reviewers. 
- The abstract is now placed at the top along with the keywords for greater visibility and has 
been adjusted according to the recommendations. 
-The introduction was edited to better organize the ideas into longer paragraphs, inserting 
two references suggested by one of the reviewers. 
- The methods were written more compactly to improve the reader's understanding, and 
some technical and vocabulary changes were included. 
- The results were described in a more orderly way to facilitate reading, and some words 
were modified, observations for which we are very grateful to a reviewer in particular, who 
we intuit was a clinical expert on the subject of COVID-19. 
- The discussion was re-edited, and the limitations/strengths and conclusions were included 
separately at the end to respond to the reviewers' suggestions. 
- Mortality rates have already been calculated by the organizations above that monitor the 
information, which is why we did not do this labor. 
- The declaration of ethical approval was included separately; since it is public data reported 
by each country, the agencies that monitor it already take it for granted that each country 
rigorously guaranteed ethical principles. 
- The references were revised, to the Vancouver format, using the Mendeley program. 
 
To finish, we again reviewed the English grammar, using the Advanced Grammarly software, 
and for ourselves the entire manuscript to make it more understandable. 


