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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 review is timely and relevant. It brings together important information on nonhuman primates (NHP) in the Indian subcontinent, highlighting their diversity, research value, and zoonotic risks. The inclusion of a One Health perspective is particularly important, as it connects conservation, public health, and biomedical research. This kind of synthesis is useful both for researchers in primatology and for public health professionals managing zoonotic risks.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, concise, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript. No changes are necessary
	

	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 clear, but it would benefit from a stronger concluding statement. For example, after summarizing the importance of NHP and zoonotic risks, you could add one or two sentences outlining the paper’s key message, such as the urgent need for improved monitoring, conservation, and integration of One Health strategies. This would leave readers with a clear take-home point.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-organized. The species descriptions and zoonotic disease sections are thorough. One area for improvement could be to emphasize how these findings connect to broader global health debates. For example, the section on monkeypox could be strengthened by adding more recent data (2022–2023) that highlights its changing epidemiology outside Africa. Similarly, in the discussion of simian malaria, adding recent evidence on Plasmodium knowlesi transmission risks in South/Southeast Asia would make the review more current.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is comprehensive, but there are opportunities to update it with more recent studies. For instance:
· On monkeypox, you could include more recent WHO or CDC updates (2023–2024) that show how outbreaks have spread internationally and the implications for primate reservoirs.

· On One Health approaches, adding newer global or South Asian policy papers (2022–2024) would reinforce the applied relevance of your review.
This would help readers connect your regional focus with ongoing international discussions.


	

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


	The language is generally clear, but a careful edit would help smooth out small grammatical issues (e.g., “These macaques shows sexual dimorphism” change to “These macaques show sexual dimorphism”). Some long sentences could also be shortened for readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a strong and well-researched paper. The breadth of species coverage is impressive, and the zoonotic disease tables are particularly helpful. I think the manuscript would be even stronger if you:
1. Add a clearer concluding statement in the abstract.

2. Integrate a few more recent references (especially on monkeypox, simian malaria, and One Health).

3. Do a final language edit to fix minor grammatical issues.

These are relatively small changes that will significantly improve readability and impact.
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