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Compulsory REVISION comments

- Write more details about the randomization method, to clarify more... For example, to understand if you have balanced
groups;

- To allow for the reproducibility of the study, it is important to mention the product/country brands in the methodology of each
of the mentioned tests;

- It was unclear which serological test was used to identify SARS-CoV-2 infection and whether information from the medical
record was retrieved and what it was used for. For example, if PCR was performed or data retrieved from medical records;

- Methodology is an extremely important part of the work to ensure quality and reproducibility. It is necessary to improve,
reorder according to a chronological order of the facts to better clarify the work performed;

- Improve topic presentation. | suggest reorganizing and including all collected data in the topic and participant study design.
- What is the sampling methodology used to consider this sample number, it is representative for the whole country?

- To check the presentation of groups by age group.

- In the methodology, many variables were presented, which were not evaluated in the results. Making the results very
simple.

- Approval by the research ethics committee was not mentioned.

Minor REVISION comments

- To check the template provided by the journal;

- | suggest including percentages in Figure 1.
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