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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 
1-The results of the two vaccine shots is questionable. 
2-The discussion of the two vaccine shots is neither logical nor accepted. 
3-The post-vaccination sero-conversion does not mean protection it means the 
strength of the humeral immune response to vaccine. 
   So the points 1-3 should be amended everywhere in the text 
 

1. All results were analysed using the laboratory results of tested 
samples and participants response of filled questionnaires by each 
participant. 

2. That is likely due to the fact that the study wasn’t able  recruit equal 
number of  respondents in the one shot, two shots and three shots 
category due to poor uptake of the vaccine by adults and the 
unwillingness of vaccinated adults to participate in the study. 

 
Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Some words stick together in more than once in the text. Please amend it. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Thanks for strait English language. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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