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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The study from Tabain et al. evaluates the value of rapid antigen Test (Humasis Co., Ltd.,
Gyeonggi-do, Republic of Korea) in the diagnosis of SARS-CoV-2 infection among
symptomatic patients. = The sample size is good but there several concerns to be
assessed. Please, the authors should define: 1. The number of invalid samples at first
attempt and detail what happen after repetition. 2. Were the RQ-PCR carried out using
the same NP swab used for antigen test? 3. The asymptomatic number of patients
grew-up during the study. Please speciffy the plausible reasons (samples were majorly
collected in the pre-vaccine era) 4. How many operators were recruited according to the

samples analyzed? it is really important to polish the English language.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Thank you very much for the opportunity to review the very good manuscript "Field
evaluation of COVID-19 rapid antigen test: Are rapid antigen tests less reliable among
the elderly?" by Tabain et al. It is written in an excellent and accessible way and
addresses a relevant and highly topical issue. The finding that RATs perform better in
younger patients than in older patients is very interesting and important in all areas
where this test is to be used. I have no critical points that need to be addressed and wish

the authors all the best.




