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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 provides a timely and comprehensive overview of recent advances in the diagnosis and treatment of tuberculosis (TB), a disease that continues to pose a significant global health burden. By highlighting novel diagnostic tools and therapeutic approaches, including rapid drug resistance detection methods and new treatment regimens, it contributes valuable insights to ongoing efforts aimed at TB control and eradication. The integration of both historical context and emerging technologies offers a well-rounded perspective that can inform future research, policy-making, and clinical practice. As such, this review serves as a useful resource for scientists, healthcare professionals, and public health stakeholders working in the field of infectious diseases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally understandable but could be improved for clarity and professionalism. A more suitable and concise title would be: "Recent Advances in Tuberculosis Diagnosis and Treatment: A Review."
This version is clearer, grammatically correct, and aligns better with scientific standards.
	

	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 attempts to summarize the key aspects of the article, but it lacks clarity, conciseness, and proper organization. There are grammatical issues, overly long sentences, and some terminology that appears incorrect or out of place (e.g., “hifalutin”). Additionally, the abstract includes background information that could be shortened to make space for clearer highlights of key findings or focus areas.

🔍 Suggestions for Improvement:

1. Language clarity: Simplify and shorten sentences for better readability.

2. Focus: Clearly outline the purpose of the review, main diagnostic advances, treatment updates, and future directions.

3. Delete unnecessary content: Phrases like "despite availability of effective therapy that has existed for more than a long time since the 1940s" are repetitive and confusing.

4. Correct terminology: Replace “hifalutin” with the intended drug name (possibly “bedaquiline” or “rifabutin”).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific Accuracy – Comments:

1. Terminology Issues:
· The manuscript uses incorrect or confusing terms, such as “hifalutin,” which is not a known TB drug. This needs to be corrected or clarified.

· “Clip formed DNA tests” and “sub-atomic guides” should be revised to “hairpin-shaped DNA probes” and “molecular beacons,” respectively.

2. Overgeneralizations:
· Statements like “MDR-TB will replace non-resistant TB in 50 years” are speculative and need proper citation or rephrasing.

3. Inconsistencies and Redundancies:
· Some sections repeat similar content (e.g., diagnosis approaches discussed multiple times without new insight).

· Definitions and technical explanations (like those of IFN-γ assays) are sometimes overly simplified or loosely structured.

4. Referencing Issues:
· While the manuscript includes many references, some claims—particularly concerning treatment efficacy or diagnostic test sensitivity—lack direct citations.

· A few citations appear outdated; incorporating more recent studies (post-2020) would strengthen the scientific foundation.

Conclusion:

The manuscript covers scientifically valid content, but to be considered fully accurate and reliable, it requires revision for clarity, correct terminology, updated references, and elimination of speculative or unverified claims.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a wide range of references, many of which are relevant to the topic. However, a significant portion of the citations are outdated, with limited inclusion of recent developments post-2020. Given the continuous advancements in TB diagnostics and treatment—especially in molecular tools and MDR/XDR-TB therapies—updating the references is highly recommended.

To improve citation accuracy and ensure consistency in formatting, the authors are strongly encouraged to use reference management software such as EndNote. This will help streamline citation insertion, reduce manual errors, and ensure compliance with journal-specific reference styles.
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