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	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.


	The article is essential in discussing the effectiveness of vaccination. It is a population-based epidemiological study focused on the most vulnerable elderly Brazilian population. The problem of pre-existing comorbidities and metabolic syndrome in the elderly is a relevant direction of the study. Social and demographical findings are typical for the nationwide population and SUS, as reported in the article.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the name of the article describes the study completely, however, it is a bit hard for readability as there are a lot of symbols in it. I suggest to short a bit and name “ANALYSIS OF COVID-19 VACCINATION OUTCOMES IN A GERIATRIC POPULATION IN TOCANTINS”. But it is not so principal for the study. 
	

	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.


	On my mind, the abstract should be rewritten completely, as there is not enough information on the aim, materials and methods, and received results. It is necessary to focus on the achieved results rather than a wide discussion of the background.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is correct as a typical epidemiological observational study. However, it lacks statistical assessment with the calculation of prevalence and assessment of distribution for quantitative values (normal for age). If it was non-normal median and interquartile range should be calculated. Methods and sampling should be discussed in more detail.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are presented in adequate amounts. 
	

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


	The quality of English is good enough. But take care that some sentences are too long which causes some problems with readability. Check, please, figure 1 and the name «number os vaccinated…» should be changed of «number of vaccinated…». When describing clinical cases if the female patient there should be she/her, for male – he/his.
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	The article could be published after some improvement that was mentioned above. If possible, adding tables, and statistics would benefit the better quality of the manuscript.
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