Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of TROPICAL DISEASE & Health

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJTDH_152954

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Prevalence of Pulmonary Tuberculosis Among Presumptive Cases in North-Central Nigeria

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.


	To know about the prevelance of TB and the possible re-infection among the previous exposed case
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Preferable to be modified as even the previously treated TB patients have formed a major group in the result
	

	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.


	More focused and comprehensive abstract to be written about the eat need for study and to why previously treated patients failed on treatment 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The Study Breaks Its Own Rules (Internal Contradiction)

The sentence above explicitly states that the researchers intended to remove anyone who had TB in the past from the study.

But the Results section (Table 4) clearly lists 38 participants who were "Previously Diagnosed with TB," 10 of whom tested positive.

They claim to exclude a specific group of people in your rules and then use that exact group to form conclusions. The authors heavily rely on this group to claim that "previous history of tuberculosis was a strong predictor of current disease", which directly contradicts their stated exclusion criteria.
2. Over reaching conclusion

Also, The conclusion claims that the high rate of TB in former patients is "driven largely by relapse and treatment default". The data only shows that patients had TB before; it does not contain any data on why it came back (whether they finished their last treatment or quit). The authors are stating a reason ("treatment default"), but they did not collect the evidence to prove it.

3. Selection Bias to claim prevalence 

The study reports the "prevalence" of TB. However, the study took place in "DOTs centres" (specialized TB clinics) and only tested people "presenting with symptoms suggestive of pulmonary tuberculosis" 

In which case the numbers will naturally be very high. But in limitations they mention not adding people who didn't seek medical treatment and therefore causing "underestimation" of community cases but actually the rate might be higher.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 They seem to focus discussion on telling part treatment failure. But no data for it

It has also been mentioned that Tuberculosis remains highly prevalent among individuals undergoing diagnostic evaluation, but there is no comparative data has been provided.
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