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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.


	This manuscript makes an important contribution to the scientific and public health literature by addressing a key epidemiological gap regarding Chlamydia trachomatis among female university students in Nigeria. By using lateral flow assays (LFAs), the study evaluates the feasibility of rapid point-of-care diagnostic tools in resource-limited settings, providing valuable insights into their potential for large-scale screening where laboratory infrastructure is limited.

The research highlights existing gaps between general sexual health education and specific awareness of asymptomatic sexually transmitted infections (STIs), underscoring the need for more targeted public health interventions. Although zero prevalence was observed in this cohort, the findings establish an important baseline for future longitudinal studies and emphasize the importance of ongoing surveillance to prevent long-term reproductive health complications such as pelvic inflammatory disease and infertility among young women.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Although the topic is relevant, I believe the title would benefit from a clearer methodological and geographical focus, for example: “Prevalence of Chlamydia trachomatis among Female Students at Rivers State University, Nigeria: A Rapid Screening Study Using Lateral Flow Assays”. This level of specificity provides a precise location, which is essential for epidemiological research.
	

	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 this article is generally well-structured and provides a clear overview of the study's primary components, including the objective, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, its comprehensiveness can be improved by addressing specific technical details and clarifying certain contradictions within the text.
1. Clarify diagnostic targets: The abstract states that "urine samples were tested for C. trachomatis antigens". However, the results section and discussion later describe the participants as testing negative for "antibodies". You should ensure the abstract accurately reflects whether the study targeted antigens (as the ROSTEC kit manufacturer states) or antibodies (IgG/IgM), as consistency is vital for scientific accuracy.
2. Explicitly state the geographical location: while "Rivers State University, Port Harcourt" is mentioned in the objectives, including "Nigeria" in the first few sentences would provide immediate international context for global readers.
3. Detail statistical findings: The abstract mentions that chi-square tests analysed risk factor associations with "no significant risk factor associations" found. Briefly noting that this lack of association was due to the 0.0% prevalence which made statistical correlation impossible would provide better clarity.
	


	
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references adequately cover the introduction and theoretical background, but they are insufficient in two crucial areas for validating the 0.0% result:

· Performance of LFAs in Urine: References discussing the low sensitivity of rapid antigen tests in female urine compared to PCR are missing.

· Antibiotic Use and Self-Medication: Since the study was conducted in Nigeria, references on the prevalence of self-medication with antibiotics among students are lacking, which could help explain the absence of positive cases.
	

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