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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.


	This study aimed at determining the main types of tetanogenic bacterial entry points and evaluating their involvement in the prognostic and developmental factors of tetanus proves useful insofar as its results allow decision-makers and health professionals to define an appropriate policy and practice which would aim for good monitoring of tetanus cases and preventive management of the development of this pathology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be kept but some results should be updated to ensure consistency with this title.
	

	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 summary covers all the key points. However,

First: there is a mismatch between the statistical analysis plan described and the results presented (we cannot see the results indicating, for example, the Student t-test and Kruskal-Wallis test. This plan also differs from the one developed in the body of the study).

Second: It would be simple to present as results: (1) prevalence (done); (2) entry points.... + anatomical sites + comorbidities + prognostic factors (done) + relationship between each point, comorbidity.... and the progression of tetanus. This would allow us to achieve the last part of the study objective "...to assess their involvement in the prognostic and progression factors of tetanus." At this point, the progression (death or not) would constitute the dependent variable to be placed in a column and the other elements, the independent variables, to be placed in a row where the percentages would be calculated.

Additionally, the word count in this summary appears to be beyond the standard 250.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript meets scientific standards.

However, defining the study variables (dependent and independent) would facilitate reader understanding. And the observations related to the summary can help simplify the study and promote good understanding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	17 of the 21 references are more than a decade old. Using more recent publications, especially in the discussion, would be scientifically useful. Advanced searches on PubMed with key keywords could make the task easier.
	

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


	The language is adapted
	

	Optional/General comments


	If the results are ever updated, the discussion should also be updated. These updated results should also appear in the appendix.
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