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Compulsory REVISION 
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The manuscript shows the results obtained in Nigeria when studying NDV outbreaks. I 

believe the data presented is interesting but the conclusions are not well funded. Authors 

performed HA and EET tests on 63 samples and concluded that outbreaks may be due to 

vaccine viruses reversion to virulence. I believe that they do not have the required 

information to arrive to this conclusion.   

Line 8: they worked on 63 outbreaks. Please specify how many animals you analyzed 

within each outbreak, just one? Did you make pools from several affected birds? 

Line 113: the description of sample obtainment should be placed in mat and meth. Please 

state if samples presented in the table are feces or organs (sick or dead chickens). 

Line 126: and lentogenic? Revise the sentence please. Mesogenic NDV was detected 

experimentally or because of the presence of dead birds? Did birds with lentogenic NDV 

have clinical signs? 

The concept of the possibility of a vaccine virus to revert to virulent virus due to 

successive passages in chickens is correct but authors should sequence the original virus 

and the virulent one to confirm this issue. 

Line 64: Please revise. The references cited report that pathogenicity of NDV is related to 

the aa composition of the F protein cleavage site. 
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Revise the English, abusive use of the comma  
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