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	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.


	This paper contributes to a report of an unexpected case of bifocal tuberculosis, revealed by anterior ischemic optic neuropathy (AION), in an immunocompetent, vaccinated patient. Mycobacterium bovis infection and untypical thyroid and lymph node involvement exclude classical assumptions about tuberculosis. The case puts into focus the advantage of maintaining tuberculosis within differential diagnoses even in unexpected presentations, particularly in endemic regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article title is adequate and the required information.
	

	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 is good but can be enhanced with slight changes.

Suggestions:

Highlight the imperative for early diagnosis through the use of advanced diagnostic methods like PCR for confirmation of tuberculosis in such atypical presentations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the paper is scientifically correct. The paper correctly documents the uncommon presentation of tuberculosis with AION, thyroid, and lymph node involvement. The diagnostic workup, e.g., PCR for Mycobacterium Bovis, is correct, and the treatment is evidence-based. The paper rightly brings out the problem in the background of the uncommon presentations of tuberculosis in immunocompetent individuals.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate. However, some published articles referenced in this report are more than 10 years. Using recent articles (at most 6 years) is advised. 
Again, the bibliography does not conform to the journal’s recommended style and should be revised.

The addition of references to the application of PCR in diagnosing rare tuberculosis and improving Mycobacterium Bovis in epidemic regions would enhance the manuscript.
	

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


	The English quality and language of the article are, in general, appropriate for scholarly communications, but there are some grammatical errors, spelling to be corrected, and sentence formation restructuring that needs to be fixed to make it more effective and easier to read. Here are some suggested corrections:

1. Abstract Section:

Original: "It can affect both immunocompetent and immunocompromised individuals, and when the disease manifests, it may be unifocal or multifocal, leading to clinical polymorphism that complicates the diagnostic process."

Suggestion: "It can affect both immunocompetent and immunocompromised hosts. When the disease is present, it can be unifocal or multifocal, leading to clinical polymorphism that makes diagnosis challenging."

2. Introduction Section:

Original: "Human contamination can occur via respiratory routes which is the most common or through the digestive tract."

Suggestion: "Human transmission can occur via respiratory routes, which is the most common, or through the digestive tract."

Comment: The term "contamination" should be replaced with "transmission" to be more scientifically precise.

Original: "When the desease manifests, it can localize to one or multiple sites, resulting in a wide variety of clinical presentations that mimic the symptomatology of different diseases."

Suggestion: "When the disease occurs, it may localize to one or several sites, resulting in a wide variety of clinical presentations that mimic the symptomatology of various diseases."

Comment: "Desease" is a misspelling and should be corrected to "disease."

5. Therapeutic Management Section:

Original: "After the confirmation of the diagnosis of tuberculosis, pre-treatment assessment, comprising tests for liver and kidney functions, was normal."

Suggestion: "After being diagnosed with tuberculosis, the pre-treatment assessment, that is, tests of liver and kidney functions, were normal."

Original: "Rosuvastatin at 10 mg/day was prescribed for her hypertriglyceridemia, along with lifestyle and dietary measures."

   Suggestion: "Rosuvastatin, at 10 mg/day, was prescribed for her hypertriglyceridemia, in addition to lifestyle and dietary modifications."

   Comment: "Measures" is not as specific as "modifications" in this case.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Although the overall standard of English is suitable, fixing those minor grammatical errors, typos, and rewording a few of the sentences would make the manuscript more readable and professional in tone for scholarly communication. 

No identifiable ethical problem is seen in the manuscript. It does not violate the patient's privacy and never reveals personal details. However, the authors should confirm they obtained permission to publish as stated in the Journal’s general guidelines section.

There are no visible issues of competing interests in the manuscript. Nevertheless, authors are encouraged to make a statement to declare whether there exist any competing interests or not for clarity purposes.

According to the given information, there are no signs of plagiarism in the manuscript. The content is original and accurately referenced.
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