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The authors should review that it’s important to correct “Our report confirms the association
between the coronavirus SARS-CoV-2 and infantile HSP”. It’s impossible with a case report make

this kind of affirmative.
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It is important in the article to review categorical statements about the causal relationships between
the conditions found and the association with covid19 or other characteristics. This is a case report,
low scientific evidence for such claims. It is necessary to revise these elements in the text.
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