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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.
	The topic of the article has been a hot topic in the past. However, due to the possibility of similar pandemics, articles like this could be useful for researchers in the future.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article does not reflect the content of the article and is very short.
	

	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.
	The abstract needs serious revision. The statistical findings should be further explained and presented.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The introduction has a complex structure and the connections between paragraphs need to be strengthened. It is better to focus more on the purpose of the study.
The exact number of cases for years 1 and 2 should be mentioned in the working method.

The results are well stated, but no statistics on the number and percentage of vaccinated people were observed.

The purpose of this study seems to be to compare demographic information and other variables based solely on the first year of the outbreak and the second year. The authors should clearly follow the purpose throughout the text. The discussion of vaccine effectiveness is interesting, but apart from the introduction, it is not addressed anywhere in the article. On the other hand, if the comparison is between two years, the authors should also address the reasons for the difference, such as the role of education of nurses and the public and other variables involved in reducing mortality. This can at least be used in the discussion section to justify the results. The structure of the discussion is simple and, instead of examining the results in detail, simply compares the results of the study with other articles. This part of the article needs very serious revision.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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