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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Reviewer Comments to Author(s): The current observational study was conducted to
assess the efficacy and safety of the 2-dose SARS-COV2 vaccine in cancer patients.
According to the presented findings, the 2-dose SARS-CoV2 vaccine was efficacious and
safe in cancer patients. Although it should focus on the efficacy of elderly cancer patients
undergoing active immunosuppressive treatment. Overall, the systematic review is clear
and well-written. The introduction is relevant with enough information. The method is
clear and appropriate. I would suggest this Observational Study be published in Journal:

World Journal of Gastroenterology.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This paper stands minor revision. The reviewer’s points are given below. Please furnish
these. 1. More statistical results must be presented with proper details. Please furnish
accordingly. Add Chi-square test in addition. 2. Literature survey section is not
present. Make a separate section with 20 related papers minimum. 3. Where is the

research gap analysis? 4. No comparative study was given with respect to earlier

papers.




