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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	There is not an abundance of data regarding the risk factors of ESRD in Sudan. The study aims to add to this paucity. The authors have taken effort to produce a manuscript. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Risk factors associated with End-stage renal disease (ESRD) patients in Sudan: A Prevalence Study..
	

	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 Background provides information regarding the study and its importance. The methods section needs to be made easier to read by deleting the line “All the participants were accepting and agreeing to participate before the start of the collection process.” It’s repeated with informed consent. The results section has contradictory statements regarding the percentages which need to be corrected.  To make the conclusion easier to follow, suggest deleting ‘ in devolving chronic renal failure and subsequent’ and dividing conclusion into small sentences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This is a prevalence study with 50% of the population without a known cause/risk factor for ESRD which would skew the results or atleast can not lead to a conclusion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are out of date and some not related to ESRD in Sudan. Some suggestions included here: https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/38390791/, Elsharif, Mohamed Elhafiz; Elsharif, Elham Gariballa. Causes of End-Stage Renal Disease in Sudan: A Single-Center Experience. Saudi Journal of Kidney Diseases and Transplantation 22(2):p 373-376, Mar–Apr 2011. https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC10937813/ 
	

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


	There are multiple grammatical mistakes, including spelling mistakes, punctuation, poor language, repetitive sentences, and difficult reading/long sentences, among others. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The method section should be more detailed in case someone wants to replicate the study including the questionnaire, duration, timing, type, etc.,
Results did not need a graph and table of the same statistics.

Terminologies used should be familiar and maintained the same throughout the manuscript. Example: Employers are used to those employed, housewife/non-employers are used interchanged, ESRD and ESRF are used interchanged. 

The introduction of the study needs to be tailored to this study’s significance.

More references are needed; for example, there is a comment that transplants take an immense toll.

The study needs to get its statistics right, with one part saying 100 patients and another 200.

Discussion goes in multiple directions and needs to focus on the topic at hand.  
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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