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PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 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   

Minor REVISION comments 

 

1. When a paragraph begins with a number, it is 

written with letters, not numbers. 

2. Make a list of abbreviations and their meanings. 

3. I did not find Table 4 in the text. 

4. Mention that place was carried out the study, I 

guess it's a site with high endemicity. 

5. The title of Table 5, should be microscopic 

lesions instead of macroscopic lesions. 

6. In all cases patients met the guidelines for 

surgery? 

7. Why patients were not treated rather than 

operate when there was certainty ITB? 

8. How many samples were post mortem? 

9. Why the authors suspected ITB in the 3 cases 

showed only chronic inflammation? 

10. ITB usually occurs after advanced PTB, but most 

patients had no previous data of PTB, therefore 

the authors mean that most of the cases were for 

direct inoculation into the gastrointestinal tract 

and probably was M bovis? 

11. The article would look more if the authors added 

a table with data as FF negative or positive stain, 

Granuloma with caseation or without caseation 

and previous history of PTB. 

12. Treatment for M tuberculosis and M bovis is 

different, with which drugs patients were 

treated? 

ethical issues- The acceptance by the Committee of Ethics 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

and Research Hospital, and the signing of the letter of 

informed consent by the patient is not mentioned. 

Optional/General comments 
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