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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	COVID-19 is still a developing disease. Hence it is important to study its determinants across the world in any way possible. I believe the authors did a really good job finding the risk factors and epidemiological determinants of the disease in a tertiary setting.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is very suitable, highlighting all the PICO elements.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	“This study aimed to evaluate comorbidities and risk factors in patients hospitalized for COVID-19 in this center.” Please replace ‘in’ with ‘at’.
“Age was a significant risk factor for severity and mortality (p-value<0.05).” (In the results table, age has not been compared across severity of cases. It was only compared against mortality. Thus this statement has not been proved in the article.)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is scientifically correct with well written methodology except for a few corrections:
2.1 Replace ‘biocleaning’ with ‘biological waste management’
2.2 “This is a cross-sectional retrospective…” : Replace ‘is’ with ‘was’
2.4 Replace ‘biological data’ with ‘Biochemical data’. Also, please clarify/correct ‘blood crasis’. “Data are interpreted as follows…”: Replace ‘are’ with ‘were’.

2.5 “Pearson's Chi-square test, Fisher's two-tailed exact test, or Yates' exact test were used to compare proportions, depending on their applicability” : Reframe and correct this sentence to “Pearson's Chi-square test, with or without Yates’ correction, and Fisher's two-tailed exact test, were used to compare proportions, depending on their applicability.
“and the ANOVA or Kruskal Wallis test for comparisons of several means.” : Kruskal wallis does not compare means. It compares medians. Please correct this.

3.4 “Severity was not related to gender (Fisher=4.15).” : Please write the p-value. Also, in the final results table, the age has not been compared across severity of cases. It was only compared against mortality. Thus this statement has not been proved in the article.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References 2 and 22 have not been written in Vancouver style. Rest are okay and sufficient.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The quality of English and scientific writing is good for scholarly communication.
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