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	Yes, this manuscript has the precise, systematic and specific of the review study and important for scientific community. I like this manuscript because author explained deeply about the relevance of Q fever and early seroepidemiological surveys about Coxiella burnetii was hyperendemic in parts of the Saudi Arabia. One Health approach, integrating animal and human health systems,was recommended to improve detection, control and prevention of Q fever in the region also explained very well.
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Because this will explain the Q fever and C. burnetii infection.
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