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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it offers a comprehensive analysis of TB 
prevalence and drug resistance in N’Djamena, Chad, highlighting significant public health challenges. It 
identifies key risk factors such as age, occupation, and drug resistance, which are crucial for 
developing targeted intervention strategies. The data provided can guide future research and inform 
public health policies in similar settings. I value this manuscript for its detailed findings, although it 
would benefit from a more in-depth discussion of its limitations and broader implications. 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 Yes 

 

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. 

 

Conclusion missing 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? Yes 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

This manuscript is scientifically robust due to its use of GeneXpert for accurate TB diagnosis and its 
prospective study design, which ensures the data is current and relevant. The detailed analysis of 
prevalence, age distribution, and drug resistance adds to its technical soundness and provides a 
comprehensive understanding of TB in N’Djamena. The methodological rigor and clear presentation of 
findings enhance the manuscript's credibility and value to the scientific community. 
 

 

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

Kindly add some recent references. References arrange according to serial. Example 
[1],[2],[3],[4]...........in the manuscripts (From introduction to discussion) 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
45 % language score as per wiley editing service 
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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) 
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