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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.


	Knowing full well that pulmonary tuberculosis is a health problem that is reemerging. Diagnosing it requires careful management. This work falls within this framework.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is worth remembering because it broadly summarizes the subject of study.
	

	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.


	There is a logical structure to the abstract, and the results are clearly explained. However, the authors should divide the abstract as follows: Introduction, Objectives, Methodology, Results, and Conclusion.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript complies well with the rules for scientific articles. However, I have a few suggestions. 

Firstly: It is not necessary to weigh it down with a literature review; it would have been better to use it in the discussion to support your arguments.

Secondly: I noticed that the discussion is not very substantial.
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