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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 language expression is a little weak, and the description of some content is not 
detailed,please revised a lot to improve the whole article. 
2.In the abstract part, the description of the research objectives is too simple. The author only 
proposed to study the epidemiological features of COVID-19 in Hodeidah, Yemen, which is 
not specific enough.The authors should be described in detail in combination with the 
experimental content. 
3.Moreover,many experimental results in the article are calculated incorrectly.The specific 
suggestions are as follows: 
In abstract results: Many data are not equal to the experimental results obtained later,please 
explain it. 
*In abstract line 10: The sum of frequencies should be 1, and the sum of frequency values in 
many parts of the article is not 1,please modify it. 
*In abstract line 13: The frequency of male exposure to COVID-19 is 81.6%,which is not equal 
to the experimental results in section 3.2,please explain it. 
*In section 3.2 line 2 and line 7: The frequency value is not equal to the value in table 2,please 

modify it. 
*In table 4: The total of patients that experienced COVID-19 in comorbidity is wrong, it should 
be 34. 
*In table 5: The frequency of infection during the spring season is wrong,it should be 81.63%. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1., the method used in the article is too simple. 
2.In section 3.2 and section 3.7,the application of X

2
 and P are not explained sufficiently.It is 

not straightforward for readers that are no familar with this topic.Could the author provide the 
proper explanation for them? 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
In order to make the experimental results clearer,could the author add a figure like figure 2 in 
section 3.4? 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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