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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript presents a source of information for decision makers and policy advocates with regards vaccine hesitancy and its importance to the general public especially to the older generation. Its meta-analysis also points out a few importance of getting vaccinated.
There is a great societal relevance, and it does not negatively impact directly or indirectly the lives of the general population
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is good (6/10). 
Nonetheless, seeing that most of the analysis are univariate, it may not be interesting to begin the title with “Analysis” as this may raise the mind to want to see in-depth analysis which could run down to even multivariate analysis. 

Also, f the line “effectiveness of covid-19 vaccination” could be mentioned in the title, it will summarize the whole essence of its results and pinpoint the manuscript faster among others. This is a keyword in this manuscript. So, it is important to review the title as such:

Suggestion: “EFFECTIVENESS OF COVID-19 VACCINATION IN GERIATRIC POPULATION: SOCIODEMOGRAPHIC AND CLINICAL VACCINE ADHERENCE OUTCOMES IN A UNIVERSITY OUTPATIENT CLINIC IN TOCANTINS”
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	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	In the abstract, we are not able to clearly understand the methodology and results put forth as per your title. We can see very interesting results and discussions displayed in the content of the work but this does not reflect in the abstract. 
The results put forth at the abstract section should be a summarised result that ties with the topic of your manuscript. This should be captivating enough to push the reader into deep-diving to read and understand the content.
I strongly suggest you add up the results pointing out a few standout pre and post vaccination clinical outcomes that were obtained from your study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The ethical considerations have been respected, the language is suitable for understanding and the author relays important findings that will go a long way to improve on scientific knowledge worldwide.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent. Seeing into it that scientific write up related to Covid-19 vaccination stems up as of 2020, the author has certainly done some good research to have scholarly materials for suitable referencing. Nonetheless, we suggest to add up references in the metanalysis paragraph in the results and discussion section to back up the interesting points made.
Ex: (Sociodemographic Determinants of COVID-19 Vaccine Hesitancy, Fear of Infection, and Protection Self-Efficacy - PMC)
  
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language quality is suitable, just need to review the work entirely for a few typing errors. Adjust a few punctuations as well to make it easy to read by all.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The title is interesting and the content (results) will improve on scholarly literature review, and also a good resource for policy advocacy with regards vaccine hesitancy especially among aged persons who continue to experience a reduction in their immune mechanism
1. Seeing that most of the analysis are univariate, it may not be interesting to begin the title with “Analysis” as this may raise the mind to want to see in-depth analysis which could run down to even multivariate analysis. So, it is important to review the title. 

2. Also, the language is soft and readable, but may need to review the punctuation and a few typing errors. 

3. Most importantly, the methodology is not clear enough. We do not know clearly how data collection, analysis and security is carried out. With regards data collection, what and how was this carried out. Another person should be able to take your work and recreate the methodology in your absence. Talking about analysis, is it a metanalysis, content analysis or use of specific software (If yes, specify). To conclude, what plan has been put in place to ensure that security of personal and/or confidential information gotten from participants.
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