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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.


	I think this article has significant importance for the medical and scientific community due to its crucial insights into coagulation profile after Covid-19 Vaccination (AstraZeneca). This manuscript enhances our understanding of complex biological mechanism, particularly by linking molecular markers such TMPRSS2 gene expression as a result of changes in aPTT: A vaccine related coagulation effect or adverse event. Obviously, this manuscript provides greater insight on COVID-19 vaccine efficacy and safety and also gives ideas about potential indicator or biomarkers for monitoring adverse events. As a whole, this manuscript advances of our knowledge of pathogenesis of coagulation related adverse effects of covid-19 vaccine. 
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	Yes, 
Descriptive and reflects the dual focus on vaccine associated coagulation parameters and gene expression
	

	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! By reviewing and evaluating, abstract looks comprehensive and has a clear background, objective and results and conclusion. I would suggest to add full word/term before using acronym. 
I would also suggest to add where this study was conducted.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I really like the study design and how well, authors drafted the results and methods section. Study design is robus with clear case control approach. Same size is also not bad. They used standardized methods for analysis including both; gene expression and coagulation parameters. I think, statistical analysis aligns with research objective. Overall, scientific integrity also looks good. Regarding confounding factors, further external reviews could help in this regard.
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	Yes, sufficient. I would suggest to add more recent studies in the context of vaccine induced coagulation abnormalities.
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	Yes, language/English quality is clear and well organized. I could not detect any major language issue. 
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