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	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.


	The study hypothesis as well as research question is good but there are few points of concern against the importance of this study for scientific community:
1. Iron scavenging is not the only pathogenic mechanism involved in the pathogenesis of Tuberculosis and only siderophores are not involved in the iron scavenging.

2. The study is only in-vitro study without studying any antimycobacterial activity which will not necessarily show the activity in-vivo. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	To some extent only.
Title is misleading as the study has not proved the effectiveness of siderophore conjugated meropenem derivatives against MDR TB.
	

	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.


	To some extent only.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Lack of appropriate methods for the hypothesis/ research question chosen

2. Misrepresentation of results of molecular docking to be considered for treatment of MDR TB without actually studying the effects of the agent in question on TB Bacilli.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient. There are only 6 references which are not in Vancouver’s style. Only few are recent.
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	No, the English quality is not suitable for scholarly communication.

The language quality is poor and needs gross editing.
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