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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.
	 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Effect of AstraZeneca COVID-19 Vaccination on Coagulation and Molecular Biomarkers
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It all depends. The discussion section requires more literature.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

RESULTS
(1) Percentages
(2) Age grouping

(3) Mean ± SD 
(4) The word treatment in the labelling of tables 3, 4, and 5 seems inappropriate.
DISCUSSION 

(1) Paragraph 3

(2) More literature
CONCLUSION 

(1) Novel outcome

(2) Paragraph 2

LIMITATIONS

(1) Limitation number 4
	(1) The Total N(%) is appropriate, but Vaccinated n(%) and Unvaccinated n(%) seem not. E.g. vaccinated n(%) female should be 18 of 45 = 40% and not 18 of 102 =17.7%. 
(2) Malalignment - this could be a typographical error. 
(3) Seems inappropriate because the author presented age grouping, and so I am left wondering how he calculated the mean age. 
(4) My suggestions for Table 3: "Association Between COVID-19, Gender, and Coagulation Biomarkers" or "Sex-Dependent Effects of COVID-19 Vaccination on Coagulation Parameter"
(1) I think the use of correlation in describing the observed differences between TMPRSS2 and aPTT is inappropriate because the statistical analysis, although showing a relationship, was not linear (correlation). Therefore, the use of "significant differences" will suffice, e.g., "The value of TMPRSS gene expression was found to be significantly higher than aPTT"... 
(2) The author may need to search for more literatures that agree with and/or disagree with each of the important findings mentioned in the discussion chapter, some of which were already mentioned in the introductory chapter, to facilitate a robust discussion. However, if there is no existing literature regarding any of the findings, the author may only offer a possible explanation for the finding and inform readers that no literature was available at the time of writing.
(1) Paragraph 2 has no relationship to the research findings and is therefore an irrelevant addition; it even negates some recommendations. Note that the research was not designed to study either the safety or efficacy of the vaccine.
(1) Limitation number 4 is not necessary; the author has made a general statement in number 1.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Sati Klein Awang, Modibo Adama University, Nigeria

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


