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1. This article discusses the development of a universal vaccine against influenza A and B viruses, which is composed of a single virus-like particle (VLP) displaying consensus multi-neuraminidase (NA) subtypes and M2 ectodomain (M2e) tandem repeat.
2. Vaccination with this VLP induced broad NA inhibition, M2e antibodies, and interferon-gamma secreting T cell responses in mice, providing protection against multiple antigenically diverse influenza A and B viruses.
3. This study provides insight into developing a universal influenza vaccine in young and aged populations by inducing multi-NA subtype and M2e immunity with a single VLP entity.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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This article is generally trustworthy and reliable as it is an open access peer-reviewed research article published in PLOS Pathogens. The authors have provided detailed information about the methods used to develop the vaccine candidate, as well as the results of their experiments in mice. The authors also provide evidence for their claims by citing relevant studies from other researchers.
However, there are some potential biases that should be noted. For example, the authors do not discuss any possible risks associated with the vaccine candidate or any potential side effects that could occur from its use. Additionally, while the authors cite relevant studies from other researchers to support their claims, they do not explore any counterarguments or present both sides of the argument equally. Furthermore, there is some promotional content in the article as it focuses solely on the benefits of using this particular vaccine candidate without exploring any alternative options or discussing any drawbacks associated with it. 
In conclusion, while this article is generally trustworthy and reliable due to its open access peer-reviewed status, there are some potential biases that should be noted when evaluating its trustworthiness and reliability.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Potential risks associated with vaccine candidate
· Side effects of vaccine candidate
· Alternative vaccine options
· Drawbacks of vaccine candidate
· Counterarguments to vaccine candidate
· Promotional content in vaccine research
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