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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestion of additional references, please mention in
the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to

provide additional suggestions/comments)

Yes, it’s very important

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes
The manuscript is very relevant to better understand the particularities of the
pandemic in the world. Considering the results presented (and the proposed
methodology), | suggest that the authors develop a few more questions - wasn't
the low proportion of severe cases a function of age group? the non-
association with age as well (since the highest risk of hospitalization and
lethality occurs in those over 80 years of age?) - sample not only is not
representative but would also make this analysis unfeasible. In the case of
mask use, was the type asked? what kind of contacts (domicile or not)? (clarify
these elements in the methodology). Was the type of more classic symptoms
asked? from a descriptive point of view, the need for more information about
COVID19 and associated factors is considered.
Are there other hypotheses besides underreporting for a lower severity of the
disease in the country? variants?

| am available for further clarifications considering that the study, after review, will be

very interesting for the scientific field.
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1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for
scholarly communications?
Optional/General comments
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