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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.

Bangladesh, being a part of South Asia, is among the countries with high tuberculosis prevalence.
Information regarding the risk factors and their comparison between pulmonary and extra pulmonary
tuberculosis will help in the planning of control programme in the country.

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

A more suitable title may be ‘Risk Factors for extrapulmonary tuberculosis in Bangladesh —-a
country with high tuberculosis prevalence’.

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.

Yes

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

The study parameters, materials and methods were correct. However, the authors must provide either
a master table which showing the actual number of patients ( not the percentage only) in each
parameter or separate tables showing the number of patients. If a particular parameter deals with a
smaller population, it will result in lack of statistical power.

Fig 9, where skin colour is used as a parameter, does not state which scale was used for the
differentiation and method of differentiation based on skin colour.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you No issue.
have suggestions of additional references, please

mention them in the review form.

Is the language/English quality of the article Yes

suitable for scholarly communications?
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