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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 
 

Improved English language. For example, DALYS is 
used without definition, STD, 2vHPV and 4vHPV could 
be used consistently throughout the text, but are not. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
2) There should be an explanation as to why the 

analysis was done for the 4vHPV not the 
9vHPV. Is continued 4vHPV availability 
assured (in some places, 9vHPV is available, 
but 4vHPV is not)? 
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