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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 highlights an uncommon but clinically significant manifestation of tuberculosis in kidney-transplant recipients, cerebral tuberculoma. Such reports are vital for nephrologists, infectious-disease physicians, and transplant teams, as they raise awareness of extrapulmonary TB in immunosuppressed patients, especially in endemic settings. It contributes to global discussions on transplant-related opportunistic infections and could help clinicians recognize early neurological symptoms of TB reactivation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is concise, descriptive, and accurately reflects the case.
	

	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 article, being a “Case Letter,” does not contain a separate abstract. It had brief introductory paragraphs that explained the case and its clinical relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The case is described coherently and follows standard clinical and diagnostic procedures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are recent and credible, including WHO 2024 and recent reviews
	

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


	Yes, generally clear and understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The case is well written, concise, and provides educational value.

2. Figures are informative.

3. The conclusion effectively summarizes preventive and diagnostic implications.

4. The author should consider highlighting the timeline of events (transplant → pulmonary TB → cerebral TB) in a short table to make clinical progression clearer.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical concerns were identified.
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