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Line 17   title of article does not match with this test 

            61 ref needed 

202  define susp cases of tb.were they pul or extrapulm 

Tb needs to be confirmed with some direct method 

Define controls because by qft 1 control was positive 

300  reframe sentence 

301 details of rapid tb test as WHO has recommended 
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316   why bldg ping has been clubbed with qft? 
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