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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. Is the title 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. Are the 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) 
 

 
 
It gives an overview as Nepal, namely Bagamiti Province has  organized a vaccination 
campaign during two consecutive years against PPR, which has proved to be effective 
evaluated by its results. I think that it is a general manuscript , which remember  and 
describes the main aspects of the PPR,  and which was the employed  strategy . Concerning 
scientific value, it is a basic manuscript dealing with PPR. 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
acceptable 
 
This is more an overview of  PPR in Bagmati Province. This is not  a real and detailed 
scientific manuscript 
 
Yes 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

English text needs to be improved. Some sentences are not correct, we also detect punctuation 
faults.  I will go in some details. If text lines were numbers it was easier to show my suggestions.  
In chapter transmission , it is not easy to understand last two sentences …. “which can result in 
indirect transmission”.  I don’t understand what describes , Figure 3.  (MT of Bagamati). Define 
better a weekly vaccination program?. It means during a week in all districts ?. . Near Objectives of 
the program  : …” who depend on sheep and goat farming may leave the industry?: What means?. 
In tables Vaccine Coverage report, progress report (column) is not clear?. Perhaps coverage rate?.  
Last line before title “problems encountered in conducting the vaccination program”.  What means” 
…till the remaining vaccine was done….?? (What means).  Explain better the serum evaluation 
method after vaccination?. I see these values in 29 goats.  This is the scientific details of the 
manuscript which are insufficiently described.. For me these manuscript is more a “case report”, not 
a “real scientific manuscript”, but this paper has its value. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Accept after moderate revision. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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