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Optional/General comments 
 

 
Article is well written and contains good data correlation.  
Number of cases are little less for good outcome for this dreaded disease. 
 
 

Thanks immensely for your kind words regarding our article. We agree that 
the sample size  of 81 eligible from 182 assessed for eligibility ( Please see 
the Study Profile for more details)  for this study may appear to be small 
given the high prevalence of TB in low-and middle-income countries for which 
the setting  of our study Nigeria; is one. However, in determining the sample 
size for this particular study, we duly followed scientific process for estimating 
the minimum number of subjects that could be included in each arm of the 
experimental groups (Please see the methods section of our submitted 
Manuscript for further clarifications). 
 
Experimental studies operate within pre-set borders that allow for significant 
measurable outcomes to be assessed and hence generalizable within the set 
contexts (though not without some reasonable limitations that need to be 
clearly stated). We believe that the benefits of this kind of study lie in its 
provision of significantly sufficient information that could allow for replication of 
study on a larger scale. 
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