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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) In both abstract and main text the content of the section Expected outcome is not 
making any sense. Be specific about what you want as outcome after a 5 year 
follow up of tracking the symptoms and how to make sure that the symptoms are 
vaccine induced or not 

2) Considering the follow up period, please explain how will you deal with the obvious 
recall bias. 

3) Kindly explain how vaccination against Covid 19 and the disease itself are 
expected to remain relevant 5 years from now. A shorter follow up period 1 year or 
an year and a half at the most could bring about more relevant findings. If the aim 
is to counter rumours against covishield vaccination then a 5 yr period indeed too 
long. Authors are requested to justify the follow period 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1) In the Aim section of Abstract, better not to mention the name of the institution and 

instead write in a tertiary care health institute at such and such place 
4) In abstract: “Follow up will be maintained” 
5) Cohort study is always analytical, so write prospective cohort study in study design 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
 
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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