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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
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Compulsory REVISION comments
Introduction:

Add the literature on the introduction part -regarding vaccine and GA

Methodology:

Discuss the methods you have carried out for the selection, diagnosis to analysis
- Also, discuss about the ethical issues as you are using human subjects and photos

Discussion:

Add some literature related to GA and vaccine and compare to our findings
Also, write how it will be useful for others — researchers — program implementer

Need to review it as suggested

Minor REVISION comments
References:

Check the guideline and follow

Optional/General comments

It could be good information for the readers.
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

Ethical information is not mentioned, so, better to present

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
Kindly see the following link:

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20
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