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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The manuscript, "A Review of Zoonotic Chlamydial Species," provides a concise overview of the major chlamydial species of zoonotic importance, highlighting their pathogenicity, epidemiology, and public health significance. The topic is current and relevant for both veterinary and human medicine.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title of the article is appropriate.
	

	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.


	The summary is informative, but could include more specific data on the global importance or prevalence of zoonotic infections.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The paper has scientific weight and provides a concise overview of the main species of chlamydia of zoonotic importance, emphasizing their pathogenicity, epidemiology and public health importance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are okay
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	I am not competent in English, but the English language in the manuscript is understandable and acceptable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Your submission, entitled: An Overview of Zoonotic Chlamydial species, is a well-structured manuscript.

During reviewing I found some MINOR comments listed bellow:
The title is clear and appropriate.

The abstract is brief and informative but could include more specific data on the global significance or prevalence of zoonotic infections.

The introduction is solid, but a few parts are repeated (eg the description of the life cycle of Chlamydia appears twice).
I suggest shortening and better structuring the introduction to avoid repetition and excessive descriptiveness.

The structure by species (C. psittaci, C. trachomatis, C. pneumoniae, C. abortus, etc.) is good. We could create a table summarizing key information: host, disease, route of transmission, public health significance...

Some passages are extremely descriptive without critical reflection (eg just reprinting data from the literature). I suggest you add some of your own conclusions or discuss existing knowledge gaps.

The literature is current, it's nice that you follow and cite the latest works.

The conclusion is fine, but it repeats more than summarizes.

I suggest adding a section on perspectives (e.g. the need for vaccines, diagnostics, One Health approach).

Level of interest: An article of importance in its field
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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