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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	The importance of this manuscript to the scientific community lies in the fact that the article provides a review of changes in treatment theory, emphasising the provider's duty to ensure effective treatment compliance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Recent advances in the diagnosis and treatment of tuberculosis: a review

Yes, the title of the article is appropriate:

Since the authors focused on searching the literature that reports on the qualities and limitations of the most recent tests available for the diagnosis and treatment of latent and active tuberculosis and the rapid recognition of drug resistance, specifically tests that measure IFN release in response to Mycobacterium tuberculosis stimulation.
	

	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.

	I believe the summary is comprehensive, but I suggest, if possible, creating a more effective summary, starting by including the research context, objectives, methodology used, main results and conclusions, following a structure with a beginning, middle and end. In short, create a structured summary.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The authors present valid results, but do not present the methodology used, and its replicability can be questioned. They also do not present a logical discussion that aligns with the existing literature, nor do they acknowledge any limitations of the study, which leads to a lack of integrity and transparency. The conclusions could clearly focus on and summarise recent diagnostic tests and treatments for tuberculosis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient (they support all the statements made and arguments presented) throughout the text.

The references are not recent (sources published in the last 1-5 years), i.e., out of a total of 65 references, none are recent.

I suggest that the authors research more articles on the subject in PubMed, MEDLINE, Web of Science, among others.
	

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

	
In its current form, the language quality is not suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript contains pervasive grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, inconsistent terminology, outdated data references, formatting problems, and stylistic issues that do not meet academic publishing standards.
Example
Original:
“Tuberculosis (TB), a sickness brought about by the microorganisms Mycobacterium tuberculosis....”
Correct scholarly version:
“Tuberculosis (TB), caused by Mycobacterium tuberculosis,...”

Incorrect Term	                                   Correct Academic Term
TB viruses	                                                TB bacilli / M. tuberculosis
contamination	                                                infection
inactive tuberculosis   contamination    	latent tuberculosis infection (LTBI)
anti-infection agents	                                    antibiotics
medication safe TB	                                   drug-resistant TB
cultural transformation of sputum         	sputum culture conversion

	

	Optional/General comments

	
In general, after reviewing these comments, we believe that this would be a great Book Chapter to publish, as your line of research fits within the scope of the Book.


Because the article was found to have:

Significant methodological weaknesses

Lack of essential information (e.g., inclusion criteria, sample calculation)

Problems in statistical analysis

Inconsistent or insufficiently critical discussion

Evidence of possible partial plagiarism or inadequate writing

The article requires significant reworking.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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