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	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 provides critical insights into the ongoing cholera outbreak in Chad, highlighting the epidemiological and clinical profiles of affected populations. By detailing the characteristics of the first patients treated in cholera treatment centers, it contributes valuable data that can inform public health responses and improve management strategies in similar contexts. This work not only enhances the understanding of cholera dynamics in Chad but also serves as a vital resource for researchers and policymakers aiming to strengthen health systems in vulnerable regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, "Cholera Outbreak in Chad in 2025: Epidemiological, Clinical, and Outcome Profile of the First Patients Managed in Cholera Treatment Centers," is suitable as it clearly conveys the focus of the study.
	

	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 abstract of the article is generally comprehensive, providing a clear overview of the background, methods, results, and conclusions. However, a few enhancements could improve clarity and completeness:

1. Contextual Background: Consider adding a sentence that briefly mentions the significance of cholera as a public health issue specifically in Chad, beyond just sub-Saharan Africa.

2. Methodology Detail: Include a brief mention of the sample size or data collection methods to emphasize the robustness of the study.

3. Key Findings: Highlight the implications of the case fatality rate and specific challenges faced in managing the outbreak for a more impactful conclusion.

4. Future Directions: Mention the need for future research or interventions based on the findings to underscore the ongoing relevance of the study.

These additions would provide a more rounded view of the study's significance and practical implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct, presenting a well-structured analysis of the cholera outbreak in Chad. It includes a clear methodology, relevant epidemiological data, and clinical findings that align with established knowledge about cholera. The discussion effectively contextualizes the outbreak within broader public health challenges, such as poor sanitation and the impact of conflict. Overall, the study provides valuable insights while adhering to standard scientific practices.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript appear to be relevant and provide a solid foundation for the study, covering key aspects of cholera epidemiology and management. However, while some references are recent, the majority date back several years, with a few as recent as 2024.
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is well-structured, with clear headings and logical flow. Scientific terminology is used appropriately, and the writing is mostly coherent and concise. However, there are instances of grammatical errors and awkward phrasing that could be improved for clarity. A thorough proofreading would enhance overall readability and professionalism.
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