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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript is important to spread the prevalence of tuberculosis with multidrug resistance. Multidrug resistance tuberculosis occurs worldwide and in developing countries. This study is important in this manuscript because it uses retrospective data for 3 years and displays trends in change, cases of patient demographic characteristics and success and failure of treatment. Based on this manuscript can help health policy planning for the community in anticipating multidrag TB resistance. This manuscript is very complex in providing multidrug resistance data such as age, gender including infections of other diseases such as HIV. In addition, this manuscript also discusses the course of treatment such as treatment failure of patients who died and were not evaluated.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable for use, but can still be improved to give a stronger and more concise scientific impression.
Alternative title : Prevalence and Characteristics” of Multidrug-Resistant Tuberculosis Notified in Abu Anga Hospital, Khartoum State, Sudan 


	

	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 has met the abstract criteria because it contains the background of the research objectives, research methods and results. Suggestions for the abstract of research conclusions can be made more systematic based on the research objectives.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct with a retrospective design method and using expert genes. Needs improvement for some items such as the presence of HIV requires a more accurate explanation or can be made exclusion limits or discussed separately for HIV (or excluded from research data) so as not to bias the results of multidrag resistance
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are relevant to the title and direction of the research. The drawback is that some references are sourced from years before 2015, it is recommended to use references from the last 5 years. The importance of using the latest references is because developments in the world of multi-drug tuberculosis resistance are so rapid that they become irrelevant to the latest updates on multi-drug TB conditions.
	

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


	The quality of English in this article is generally understandable but for publication it requires improvements in vocabulary, punctuation and sentences are made more systematic and less repetitive.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Abstract contains all components but needs improvement in the conclusion to suit the research objectives. The research method is appropriate but needs to be added regarding the inclusion and exclusion criteria for comorbidities. The results already contain a lot of data to be more systematic or increase the number of tables so that one table does not contain a lot of data in one which makes it difficult for the reader to understand. The discussion already uses literature that needs to be added for comorbidities such as HIV or if it will not be discussed it should be excluded from the study.
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