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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

1-The introduction is incomplete and some information should be given about
the effect of vaccination on the disease process. Also, the number of
references cited in the whole manuscript included the introduction is very few
and references should be cited after the words that | highlighted in yellow in
revised manuscript.

2-The definition of CT score should be given in material and methods (before
table 2) not in result.

Minor REVISION comments

1-Number of patients with negative or positive PCR tests in each group should be
given. And the association of PCR result and CO-RADS should be given statistically
with exact numbers.

2-Your manuscript is about quantitative CT score not qualitative radiological
patterns. But in the result only in one sentence you mentioned that all relative
radiological patterns were seen in your study. If you want to discuss about
radiological patterns in the result, you should explain more about the percentile of
each pattern and their prognosis in your specific study.

3- Grammatical corrections are required.

Optional/General comments

1-Underlying diseases of patients in each group should be considered because it
can affect the final result.

2-It is better to write the discussion separately from the result.
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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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