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 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. According the document ‘Manual for the laboratory diagnosis of 
measles and rubella virus infection’ provided by WHO, the cell 
line Vero/SLAM is recommended for the measles virus isolation.  
The cell line is transfected with a plasmid encoding the gene for 
human SLAM, the cellular receptor for the measles virus.  
Vero/SLAM is more sensitive to the measles virus than Vero cell 
line and widely used for measles virus replication and anti-
measles drug development.   
So why do you use Vero cell line for the study? 

2. The measles virus in this study comes from the attenuated 
meases vaccine.  Its virulence is different to the reference and 
wild strain. Why don’t you use the reference measles virus in this 
study? 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

1. Some symbols in the manuscript should be more standardized. 
The samples are following, 400C should be 40°C,  100µg/ml 
should be 100 µg/mL,  NaHCo3 should be NaHCO3, et al.  

2. The OD of backgroud should be minused when CC50 was 
calculated.  
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