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	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.


	This manuscript introduces and studies the concept of Hausdorff hypergraphs, a novel extension of the Hausdorff separation property from topology to hypergraphs. It provides theoretical insights into structural properties, minimality conditions, and application in fields such as medical research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Various Types of Hausdorff Hypergraphs” is clear and appropriate, as the paper indeed explores different classes and properties of Hausdorff hypergraphs, including minimal, competition, and independent hypergraphs.
	

	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 is concise and clearly states the main contributions: defining Hausdorff hypergraphs, studying minimal Hausdorff hypergraphs, and examining conditions for competition and independent hypergraphs to be Hausdorff. It could be slightly improved by mentioning the applications discussed, but it effectively summarizes the paper’s scope.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears mathematically sound, with definitions, theorems, proofs, and examples logically presented. Some figures are referenced but not included in the provided text, which may affect clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate and include foundational texts (Berge, 1973/1989) as well as more recent works (Wahlstrom 2004, Sonntag & Teichert 2004, Heise et al. 2014). While not all are very recent, the core theory is well-supported.
	

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


	The English is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication, though there are occasional minor grammatical issues and typographical errors (e.g., “hausdorff” inconsistently capitalized, missing spaces, “competition”).
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a coherent and original study of Hausdorff hypergrahs, with solid theoretical results and relevant examples. It would benefit from careful proofreading, inclusion of missing figures, and a slightly expanded discussion of implications. Nevertheless, it is a valuable contribution to hypergraph theory.
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