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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.


	· The case is well-documented and adds value due to the rarity of submandibular gland TB in children.
· While rare, similar cases have been reported; the case's contribution is modest but valid, especially in endemic settings.
· This case report details a rare presentation of submandibular gland tuberculosis in an 11-year-old girl in Morocco.
· The report highlights the diagnostic challenges of extrapulmonary TB mimicking neoplastic or bacterial conditions and underscores the value of histological and molecular diagnostics in atypical presentations.
· A stronger closing sentence in the Discussion could reinforce the case's educational value.

· Add a brief discussion on differential diagnosis in pediatric cervical swellings.
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	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.


	· Use of "extra-ganglionic" is non-standard. The more accepted term is “extranodal”.
· Slightly reorganizing the diagnostic pathway can improve narrative flow.
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	· References are relevant but dated; inclusion of more recent literature would strengthen the discussion.
· Update references to include studies post-2014.
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