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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.  A. There are numerous “Grammatical” mistakes, so, corrections and language 
editing are obligatory (Major). 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
2.  A. Regards the “Title”; capitalization of all letters in the title is unsuitable, please, 
change it. (Minor).1.  A. 
2.  B. Please, the “Title” is inaccurate. It is more suitable to change the “Title” to 
"Contemporary interrelation between economic realities versus coronavirus and 
vaccination; The future challenges”. (Minor). 
3.  A. No need for the following sentence in the “ Abstract ”; " Differentiation of available 
vaccines against COVID-19… as a whole" is not related to the conclusion and improbable. 
Please, delete it (Minor). 
4.  A. The following sentence in the “Materials and methods”; "In the process of writing 
this study, a voluminous array of literature on the problem under consideration was 
analyzed, and analytical and comparative methods were also applied” is incorrect and 
bad-written. How is the author (s) write "voluminous array of literature" but the number of 
“References” regarding" Review article " is a few?!!!  Please, remove " voluminous array 
of literature" and correct it". (Minor). 
5.  A. Regrettably, in the “Discussion” the author (s) took thorough in writing in 
vaccination and neglects the other issues of the title. Please, make a balance for all 
issues. 
6.  A. The following sentence in the “ Conclusion ”; "And if specialists are able to develop 
a program to … anti-vaccinators will noticeably thin.” is too long and bad-written. Please, 
reconstruct it even into more than one sentence or summarize it. (Minor). 
7.  C.  Number of “References” regarding" Review article " is a few. Increasing the 
number according to the Journal guidelines is needed. (Minor). 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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PART  2:  
 

 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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