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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

1. Yes, if it is written in detall

2. Not, it is better if modified as “THE STATUS OF COVID-19 VACCINES HESITANCY TWO
YEARS AFTER THE ROLLOUT OF COVID-19 VACCINES”

3. NO, it is mainly concentrated to the introductory part of the manuscript

4. It is not the style of the journal, it is not, subtopics must be numbered accordingly.

5. yes

6. No, it is not enough it is better if strengthened
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Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

No, it is better to modify fluency to transmit the message clearly

Optional/General comments

1. Give space between the word and bracket “threats to global health[1], unearthed at the time of
this work[15] and harbored by almost all countries[10] and other with the same problem

2. Correct the citation as the journal’s style, here two style of citation “COVID-19 vaccines hence
the hesitancy [5, 12, 13](Dhama et al., 2021)".

3. In the topic “What is the Current Situation for COVID-19 Vaccine Hesitancy?”, it is better to
add possible supportive idea for the difference in vaccine hesitancy among the countries.

4. The sentence “If this trend were to hold for a longer period, the resultant effect could be
catastrophic to the global efforts to control the COVID-19 pandemic [17].” should be supported by
the facts how hesitancy in certain country result in global effect.

5. It is better to add detailed causative factors for the hesitancy because it helps in developing
effective strategies to improve vaccine acceptance.

6. The idea under “Strategies in fighting against COVID-19 vaccine hesitancy” is not relevant
and does not give full information on the topic

7. Type of the Atrticle is not explained on the manuscript.
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feedback here)

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

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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