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	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.


	These findings are very important for the development of medicine in Africa and gives insight into the problematic situation there. Also, these findings open way to more in-depth research of anorectal pathology prevalence and incidence in sub-Saharan Africa. The study population is, as there is limited knowledge on African population considering anorectal pathology and associated racial implications. In conclusion this research gives significant insight into prevalence of diseases in Chad, and is significant for future research into this area.
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	The title of the article is suitable and represents the goal of the study well.
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	Abstract is comprehensive and represents the most important points of the research well.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Authors describe a multitude of symptoms, for example, haematochezia or proctalgia, but lack any objective findings or scales. Grading of diseases may be beneficial for example hemorrhoidal disease, what types of anorectal malignancies were found. Statistical analysis is significantly lacking multiple implications and correlations are mentioned, but without any statistical basis, which paves way to biased and incorrect results. All results must be revised, and additional data provided, at the very least p value must be given if statistical significance in mentioned. Also, statistical tests that were used should be named.
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	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Arturs Niedritis, Latvia
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

