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	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.


	In general, the idea of this article is good. It is my reminder that multiple published papers about Tuberculosis (TB) prognosticators were reported. The most important part of this manuscript is providing the epidemiological data of TB in resource-limited settings. The statistical analysis is acceptable, but not advanced. This study presented a fairly large case series of extra-pulmonary TB, that can provide good epidemiological data, including prevalence of TB, extra-pulmonary TB, TB-HIV co-infections, fatality rates…etc. These data provide a good landscape of extra-pulmonary TB in African countries.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is acceptable. I suggest more improvement, for example:
· Factors associated with death => Mortality predictors…
· Adults => Adults (in plural form)
The title should be improved and rewritten. 
	

	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.


	The abstract is deemed acceptable. In the Methodology part, it is better to describe the method used for analyzing the factors associated with deaths in extra-pulmonary, eg, Forward stepwise logistic regression analysis was performed…, (rather than saying using Excel and R- “Data were entered into Epi Info™ version 7.2.2.6, exported to Excel, and processed using R software version 3.4.1.”)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The approach for scientific analysis is acceptable, nevertheless I would say this was not an advanced analysis. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is acceptable. However, it may be better to include the most recent 5 year references.
	

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


	There is much room for English writing, because there were so many typos, repetition words, and technical terms were not correctly used. The authors should ask for assistance in English writing from journal editors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The authors should mention country level of the study setting (i.e Senegal, African). I was trying to figure out where the study institution was. Country geography, eg, Senegal, Africa, can provide readers with an overview about associated disease epidemiology.
2. The methods used for modelling factors associated with deaths in extra-pulmonary TB should be clearly described, that is to say:

· Study outcome

· Candidate variables

· How to select variables for the final predictive model, from author’s description, I believe Forward Stepwise Variable Selection

· Based on what criteria to determine the final predictive model, i.e based on Aikaike Information Criteria, Bayesian, Lasso…The authors should clearly state this information.

3. In this study, HIV infection was not a significant risk factor for death. However, owing to disease pathogenesis and numerous pre-existing studies have shown that HIV is a strong predictor of death among TB patients. I think the issue here was due to bias in sampling and/or the sample size being too small to detect the role of HIV in a prognostic model predicting the risk of death. 
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