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 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 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 The work describes relapse, recurrence and re-infection with SARS-Cov-2 after 

recovery from COVID-19. The manuscript is well organized and addresses the topic 

sufficiently. The authors are suggested to apply the following comments in the 

manuscript: 

1. Importantly, the authors need to significantly improve the writing. 

2. Keywords are not standard. Please match the keywords with the mesh. 

3. The aim of the study should be referred in the introduction of the abstract.‎ 

4. The addressed problem is not clear. Give more emphasis on the problems and 
the gap you intend to fill.  

5. In the discussion section, you should fully discuss the study findings with the 
findings of other related studies. In this section, you can use the following 
resources to enrich the content of the discussion. 

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33681819/ 

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34103090/ 

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34016183/ 

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34217366/ 

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33200716/ 

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34241575/ 

6. The journal framework is not followed. ‎ 

7. ‎The limitations of the research are not mentioned.‎̀ 
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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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