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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Scientifically, it is a good article. However, an important correction should be made in 

the English language of the article. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Title: Clinical outcomes of the omicron variant compared with previous SARS-CoV-2 

variants; meta-analysis of current reports The meta-analysis piqued my interest, so I 

read it carefully. The authors did a fantastic job, and they performed a clearer 

meta-analysis on recent findings that compare the clinical outcomes of the omicron 

variant to previous SARS-CoV-2 variants.  Authors, thank you for taking the time to 

write such a thorough review of this intriguing title; nevertheless, please address the 

following points: -  Δ69–70…. make symbol Δ clearer for reader, what it represents. - 

The sentence… “According to animal models investigations, the severity of symptoms, 

viral load was less severe in the omicron variant compared with previous reported 

SARS-CoV-2 variants” …. check for clarity. - In the sentence…” Data were polled using 

Comprehensive Meta-Analysis (CMA) software version 2.2 (Biostat, Englewood, NJ, 

USA).” …it seems author desired to say pooled instead of polled. -  Similarly, ….” We 

polled the data on 887,132………… - Are there only 13 studies identified for the analysis 

on this two viruses? - Citing figures and tables in the text is recommended. - Double 

check for possible word redundancy, typos and grammatical errors. 

 


