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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	Various categories of infections were described- emergent, non-emergent, re-emergent, stealth, re-infection, co-infection, etc. An overview of vaccinology was also done and stages of vaccine development according to different genera of microbes was elaborated. Finally, prototype vaccine preparation, in vitro, in vivo, preclinical immunogenicity and immune efficacy in animal models were all evaluated to sum up preclinical vaccinology.   
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
The title is very appropriate
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract only listed the keywords. It is yet to be written.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are required to be more current. The reference format should also be adhered to strictly. 
	

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

	
The English grammar observed in this write up leaves much to be desired. There were also a lot of ‘typographical errors.’
	

	Optional/General comments

	The work is generally good but requires the author to read the contribution of other authors and then paraphrase the information in his own words. He/she may also need help with an editor for the sake of use of English language proficiency especially in the area of grammar or better still make use of applications like GRAMMARLY. Sentences cannot be started with ‘so’ ; ‘or’, etc. Laws of punctuation, format for writing in S.I units and italics for scientific names were broken. Abbreviations like BBB and others must be defined first before continuing to use them. 


	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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