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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 study serves as an essential educational resource to inform students in recognizing STI, ensuring better reproductive health outcomes.
Moreover, it provides significant value to the scientific community by emphasizing the critical role of STD, particularly in endemic regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable
	

	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 NOT a comprehensive and required revision.
In addition, English language is need more correction.

Sexual education exposure was high (92.7%), but C. trachomatis awareness was low (12.7%). Sexual activity was reported by 45.3%, unprotected sex by 26.0%,
 There is no correlation between these percentages and the value of prevalence that was zero. ?????
Contrast????
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript scientifically had required correction especially in result part that need more statistically revised.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references sufficient and recent but not updated.
	

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


	The language/English quality of the article unsuitable and need revision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	According to article title: Assessing The Prevalence of Chlamydia trachomatis Infections among Female Tertiary Students Using Lateral Flow Assays. Why Female Students included only without males, although, most Female patients non-symptomatic and males had a symptomatic.
Sample size calculation need more accurate estimation.
In Statistical analysis part- he report chi-square test uses but not apply in his results and other variables were missing.

The prevalence was zero. It is not reliable and must be depends on Std. clinical diagnostic methods but not only one rapid diagnostic test-casstes.  
ROSTEC Chlamydia Rapid Test Cassette results had not more sensitivity and specificity, Accuracy of the test, which not mentioned in the text. It is regarded as only a screening method and must be compared with gold std diagnostic method. All of these had contrast with the other studies in the manuscript text: Studies report prevalence rates ranging from 5–15% among young women, but these primarily rely on hospital-based samples and costly, laboratory-dependent methods like polymerase chain reaction (PCR), which are impractical for widespread screening in resource-constrained settings like university health centers (Okoror et al., 2019).
ROSTEC Chlamydia Rapid Test Cassette is used… Batch no. and name of industrials company IS NOT MENTIONED???? 
Questionnaires Form is not included or attached to the text?????
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