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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

The author wants to convey good information regarding COVID-19 testing methods. In his 
objectives, he wished to evaluate them taking into account the quality-price and the time 
taken to render the results. this supposes that for each of the methods the authors should 
comment on it taking into account these parameters, which moreover take into account the 
point of view of the quality (the sensitivity and the specificity of the methods) from the point 
of view of the price (cost per test) and from the point of view of the time to render the 
results (the duration of the process until the results) 
  Pity that some of this information is missing in this article. And it would be interesting to 
research them before it is published. 
Also, the bibliographical references are to be redone respecting the citation standards 
according to the various documents consulted: the DOIs are missing for certain papers, the 
date of consultation for the documents read on the internet.... 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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