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Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

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

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

1. Importance for Scientific Community: The manuscript addresses an important topic
in public health, specifically the knowledge, attitude, and practices (KAP) of
healthcare workers regarding tuberculosis (TB) control at Al Kuwaifiya Specialized
Teaching Hospital. It provides valuable insights into areas needing improvement in
TB control measures within healthcare settings, which is crucial for global TB
eradication efforts.

2. Title Suitability: The title is appropriate as it succinctly summarizes the study's main
focus. However, it could be more engaging if it highlighted the key findings or
implications. Suggested alternative: "Assessing Tuberculosis Control Knowledge
and Practices among Healthcare Workers in Benghazi: A Crucial Step towards
Infection Control."

3. Abstract Comprehensiveness: The abstract provides a clear overview of the study,
including its background, methodology, key results, and conclusion. It effectively
summarizes the study, allowing readers to quickly grasp its significance.

4. Subsections and Structure: The manuscript is well-structured with clear subsections
that logically flow from the introduction to the conclusion. The methodology, results,
discussion, and conclusion are well-delineated, facilitating easy comprehension.

5. Scientific Accuracy: The study appears scientifically sound, with a clear
methodology and appropriate statistical analysis. The results are presented in a
clear and understandable manner, and the conclusions drawn are supported by the
data.

6. References: The references are sufficient and relevant, indicating a comprehensive
review of existing literature. However, including more recent studies (post-2023)
could further strengthen the manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments

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

1. Language Quality: The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly
communication. Minor grammatical and syntax corrections would enhance its readability.

Optional/General comments

e Consider including a section discussing the implications of the study for TB control policies
in healthcare settings.
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