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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. Researchers believe that China's official Covid death toll is a vast undercount, and estimate that the wave of the virus may have killed between 1 million and 1.5 million people.
2. The Chinese government has a narrow definition of what counts as a Covid-19 death, which excludes people who died outside hospitals and those who died from other causes related to the virus.
3. The estimates of mortality in China fit the evidence far better than the official figures do, but without reliable data from China, these estimates should be understood as informed guesses with significant uncertainty.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
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The article “How Deadly Was China’s Covid Wave?” by The New York Times provides an overview of the estimated mortality rate in China due to Covid-19, based on research conducted by four separate academic teams. While the article does provide some insight into how researchers arrived at their estimates, it fails to provide any counterarguments or explore any potential biases or sources of error in their methods. Additionally, while it does mention that there are discrepancies between official figures and researchers' estimates, it does not provide any evidence for why this discrepancy exists or what could be causing it. 
Furthermore, while the article does mention that there is significant uncertainty surrounding these estimates due to lack of reliable data from China, it fails to note any potential risks associated with relying on such uncertain data for making decisions about public health policy or other matters related to Covid-19 in China. Additionally, while it mentions that early lockdowns in China largely kept the coronavirus at bay, it fails to present both sides equally by not mentioning any potential drawbacks associated with such stringent restrictions or exploring alternative approaches that could have been taken instead. 
In conclusion, while this article provides some useful information about estimated mortality rates in China due to Covid-19 and how researchers arrived at their estimates, its lack of exploration into potential biases or sources of error as well as its failure to present both sides equally make its trustworthiness and reliability questionable.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Covid-19 mortality rate in China
· Potential biases in Covid-19 mortality rate estimates
· Sources of error in Covid-19 mortality rate estimates
· Discrepancies between official figures and researchers' estimates
· Risks associated with relying on uncertain data
· Drawbacks of stringent lockdowns in China
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