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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 

 

Tuberculosis is a major concern in human infectious 

diseases. The aim of this study was to evaluate the TB 

surveillance system in Harare City in Zimbabwe. 

Introduction presents background information, and the 

motivation for this study. 

Overall, the methodology applied seems appropriate for 

the purpose and it is already well-established in these 

types of studies. The research design is clearly explained. 

The results are presented clearly. Some references used 

in the paper were very old. Therefore, authors need to 

add updated references. Look through the whole paper 

for grammar and punctuation errors. 

 

 

 

 

 

-Some old references have been replaced with 

new ones [highlighted in red in manuscript]. 

- grammar and punctuation errors have been 

corrected [some highlighted in red in 

manuscript]. 

 

-The paper has been revised [some revisions and 

corrections highlighted in red in manuscript]. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Some references in the text are not presented in an 

appropriate format. 

-the references have been corrected to the 

appropriate format [highlighted in red in 

manuscript]. 

Optional/General comments 

 

  

 

 


