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 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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The authors should provide the analysis and interpretation of the results rather than just 
displaying the tables. 
 
Why did the authors choose to prepare the vaccines themselves rather than use the 
standard available preparation? From my own opinion the later (less subject to variability) 
would have given more objective interpretation of the outcome? 
 

We have properly addressed that. 
 
 
We actually followed reproducible protocol. It is more reliable for us due to 
cold-chain cahlleng for the conventional vaccine. 
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