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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 valuable because it gives very useful information on TB in Indonesia. It has identified a high burden of TB in Indonesia and has explored four factors which are housing density, income level, nutrition and knowledge. Even though these results indicate that there was no association, these results are still important and can be used in implementing TB interventions to improve TB and health outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is too Generic, adding a bit more information will enable its reader to know what to expect in the context, adding a location or a population or type of study to the title will be helpful. 

Suggested Title: Descriptive Study of Tuberculosis Patient Characteristics in Johan Pahlawan Public Health Center"
	

	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.


	Objectives: Implies that it is a causal analysis - risk factors for TB. However i suggest that it states that it describes characteristics among TB patients at the facility Study Design: it should be a descriptive cross sectional study.
 Methodology: Also include data collections methods and clarify that only registered TB patients were included and not the general population
 Results: Do not use statistical tests because there was no comparison group, this study cannot assess TB prevalence or TB incidence with only a sample that has only TB patients. Conclusion: overly mention what the results imply align them to the study's objectives and results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Terminology Mismatch: The terms ‘incidence and prevalence’ are misleading because the study methodology only mentions positive TB cases and no information of the general population 
Inappropriate for studying risk factors: A cross sectional study can be used to show association but not the causes of risk. To know whether these factors did in fact cause or increase the risks of developing Tb a control group should have been employed- individuals without TB but matched with age or gender in this case I suggest to reframe it to just be a descriptive cross-sectional study which will describe socio-demographic and behavior characteristics among TB patients at that named health facility.
Statistical Concerns: Although p values were mentioned, no confidence intervals were mentioned. 

Sampling Bias & Generalization: Only one health facility was included so finding cannot be generalized to west Aceh 

Concerns on tables: Treatment failure and recurrence cannot be grouped as one outcome with TB new cases – Check TABLE 3

Microbiological and clinical concerns: This study does not indicate how these confirmed TB cases were confirmed- is it Genexpert, smear microscopy, radiology or clinical judgement. Whether the cases were new pulmonary TB, Extra-pulmonary or a mix. This needs to be clarified. 

Use of variable: Housing Density threshold of 8m²/2 people is referenced but not justified is this standardized  (2) Knowledge was assessed on the respondent knowledge on new TB cases... WHY/HOW? This information is CONFIDENTIAL. (3) Nutritional status, TB can induce cachexia and this may be a confounder. Was nutritional status assessed before diagnosis or during illness?

Writing Quality: This study has poor grammar, and translation errors.
References and Citations: There is a lot of inconsistence
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some reference are older than 5 years use 2020-2025 
Reference are not in order use one referencing style
	

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


	Yes but will some rephrasing will be need as indicated 
	

	Optional/General comments


	To strengthen the manuscript, the authors should:

1. The author should clearly identify the study as descriptive cross-sectional.

2. The author can also make amends to the objective, results, and conclusion to avoid implying causal inference.

3. The author should also avoid the use of f statistical tests that require a comparative design.

4. Then Replace the use of the words “TB incidence/prevalence with accurate language reflecting the actual data analyzed which are the confirmed cases of TB at that facility
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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