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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 paper confirms the already known fact about the pitfalls of the Computer-Aided Detection (CAD) software which is inherent in a machine designed to detect anomalies with set thresholds of yes and no using some parameters/algorithms. It also showed the performance of this machine in some states of Nigeria. The paper tried to establish the variation in the capacity of the machine to function properly in different settings and the need to recalibrate these machines with local data. The threshold to use for any screening exercise is determined mathematically depending on the aim of the screening – low threshold with high sensitivity to detect more positives although it will generate more false positives for bacteriological testing which will cost more money than a higher threshold. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is adequate if the authors will show how “Integrating Patient Profiles and Symptomatology” will optimize the machine. Or replace it with

Optimizing Computer-Aided Detection for Tuberculosis Thresholds for Community TB Screening in Nigeria: Recalibrating Threshold with Local Data
	

	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 comprehensive if the new title is adopted
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct if the corrections are implimented
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not adequate for this scientific evaluation as there were statements that needed to be supported with references;
1. Reduced CAD accuracy among women could, in part, be due to breast attenuation in some women, which reduces visualization of pertinent anatomy in the lower lung zones, especially if post-TB scarring is also present
2. The study included participants aged ≥15 years and could therefore not comment on the diagnostic accuracy of CAD in children and young adolescents, an important population that contributes approximately 5–10% of the global tuberculosis burden
3. The ROC curves for AI scoring thresholds were generated and compared to the case detection yield by age and settings.
4. There has been a continuous effort to prevent and control TB, with progress chalked in the development of therapeutic regimes
5. Computer-aided interpretation of chest radiography offers the opportunity for cost- and labour-efficient population-based TB-screening by preselecting individuals with abnormal lung fields for microbiological sputum examination.
6. CAD programmes across settings, even within the same technology set to the same threshold.
7. Participants were drawn from previously conducted mixed screening activities for TB active case findings across the states, as reviewed in the electronic presumptive register.
8. CAD analysis was subsequently performed using CAD4TB version 7 software (Delft Imaging, Hertogenbosch, Netherlands).
9. A study that investigated the parameters affecting the performance accuracy of versions 6 and 7 CAD4TB in TB screening programmes in South Africa and Lesotho stated that individuals with a previous history of TB showed lower performance. Both versions showed significantly worse performance in people with a prior history of TB.
10. However, WHO only recommends CAD as a screening or triage tool in individuals aged 15 years or older
11. Understanding threshold selection and contextually specific settings is paramount to enable wider adoption of this CAD product as an effective triaging and screening tool.
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2405579425000312
12. In addition to performance accuracy investigation, such evaluations enable users to gain an evidence-based understanding of the programmatic implications of these updates, allowing studies to be planned to optimise
	

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


	The English quality is okay but needs corrections and abbreviation definitions
	

	Optional/General comments


	In addition to performance accuracy investigation, such evaluations enable users to gain an evidence-based understanding of the programmatic implications of these updates, allowing studies to be planned to optimize. https://www.thelancet.com/pdfs/journals/langlo/PIIS2214-109X(24)00516-3.pdf
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