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1. This article examines the intentions of US citizens to obtain a COVID-19 vaccine, once available.
2. The study used a social-ecological framework to analyze responses to an online survey and assess the relationship between COVID-19 vaccine intentions and intrapersonal, interpersonal, institutional, and community-level factors.
3. Results suggest that trust in sources of COVID-19 information, social norms of COVID-19 preventive behaviors, political ideology, history of flu vaccination, gender, and race are all associated with vaccine intentions.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article “COVID-19 Vaccine Intentions in the United States: A Social-Ecological Framework” is a well written and comprehensive analysis of the factors associated with vaccine hesitancy in the United States. The authors use a social ecological model (SEM) approach to analyze responses from an online survey conducted in July 2020 and assess the relationship between COVID-19 vaccine intentions and intrapersonal, interpersonal, institutional, and community level factors.
The article is reliable as it provides detailed information on the methods used for data collection as well as clear explanations of how each variable was measured. Furthermore, the authors provide evidence for their claims by citing relevant studies from previous research on vaccine hesitancy.
However, there are some potential biases that should be noted when interpreting these results. First, since this study was conducted using an online survey via Amazon’s Mechanical Turk service (MTurk), it is possible that respondents may not be representative of the general population due to selection bias or self-selection bias. Second, since this study only included respondents from the United States it may not be applicable to other countries or regions with different cultural contexts or health systems. Thirdly, since this study was conducted during a period of high uncertainty about the virus itself as well as its potential treatments or vaccines it is possible that attitudes towards vaccines may have changed over time which could affect results if this study were repeated at a later date. 
In conclusion, this article provides valuable insights into understanding vaccine hesitancy in the United States by examining intrapersonal-, interpersonal-, institutional-, and community-level factors associated with COVID-19 vaccine intentions among US adults. However readers should take into account potential biases when interpreting these results such as selection bias due to MTurk recruitment method as well as temporal changes in attitudes towards vaccines over time which could affect
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· Vaccine hesitancy in the United States
· Social ecological model (SEM)
· Amazon Mechanical Turk (MTurk)
· Selection bias
· Self-selection bias
· Temporal changes in attitudes towards vaccines
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