Review Form (Review)

	Book Name:
	Microbiology and Biotechnology Research: An Overview

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_7641

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Epidemiology and Associated Risk Factors of Tuberculosis (TB)

	Type of the Article
	REVIEW ARTICLE


PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)
	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 



	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.
	Epidemiology of TB, Pathophysiological evidences explained diabetic person is compromised thereby, increasing the chance of TB infection .

Clinically, it has been showed that uncontrolled or poorly controlled diabetes mellitus is correlated with sever TB infection and usually these general TB patients 

Malnutrition is evidently an important bidirectional determinant of TB, Prevention and Control
WHO recommendation, the healthcare facilities should implement the effective measurements of TB prevention including BCG vaccination so that the targeted ratio of 1:1 of healthcare workers, for the effective prevention of TB infection screening of EPTB is also a crucial factor for further transmission of TB infection.
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