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The manuscript is very important for scientific community, the objective being to
evaluate the diagnostic value of serum C-reactive protein (CRP) and albumin levels,
and the CRP-to-albumin ratio, determined on hospital admission, for predicting
mortality in patients with COVID-19. The authors concluded that serum
concentrations of CRP and albumin and the CRP-to-albumin ratio determined on
hospital admission are accurate biomarkers with good sensitivity for predicting
mortality among hospitalized patients with COVID-19.

Yes, the title of the abstract is suitable.

The abstract of the article is comprehensive.

The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate.

Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The text is clear and easy to read.

The list of references is large and recently.
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The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
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