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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Can author mention in study design who was the manufacture of the vaccine which was 
used? 
 
 
 
 
Can author also mention whether vaccine was Single-antigen hepatitis B vaccines or 
Combination vaccines?  
 
Please also mention who administered the vaccine (physician, nurse or someone else ) 
 
 
In an effort to assure the quality of vaccines at the end of the distribution cold chain, the 
United States Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) has published guidelines 
for best practices in vaccine storage. Was these guidelines followed? 
 
 

 
 
The Hepatitis B vaccine used for vaccination of the children included in the 
study was manufactured by different manufacturers e.g GSK 
(GlaxoSmithKline), LG Life Science etc. 
To avoid conflict of interest, it is better the names of the manufacturers are not 
mentioned. More so, that is not part of the objective of our study. 
 
Vaccine was given as single vaccine  
 
Vaccine usually administered by nurses and their activities are coordinated 
centrally by the State’s Ministry of  Health 
 
The ministry always work to ensure standard guidelines are followed 
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Author should use same font style and size in manuscript.   
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
Unfortunately, result is very shocking and upsetting.  
Only around 10% seroconversion rate is very low.  
 
 

That is what we found. All precautions were painstakingly taken. 
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