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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 provides valuable evidence on the determinants of sperm DNA fragmentation in an Indian infertile male population—a demographic where high-quality, contemporary data remain limited. By simultaneously evaluating semen parameters, lifestyle factors, and systemic conditions—including thyroid dysfunction—the study helps clarify which clinical variables meaningfully influence sperm DNA integrity. The finding that hypothyroidism is an independent predictor of high DFI adds important clinical insight and supports integrating endocrine evaluation into male infertility workups. Overall, this work contributes to improving diagnostic approaches and guiding targeted management strategies in male infertility.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested alternative titles:

1. Determinants of Sperm DNA Fragmentation in Infertile Men: The Role of Semen Quality and Thyroid Dysfunction

2. Semen Parameters, Systemic Health, and Sperm DNA Fragmentation: Insights from a Retrospective Indian Cohort

3. Influence of Semen Quality and Thyroid Dysfunction on Sperm DNA Fragmentation in Infertile Men


	

	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 generally comprehensive, clearly structured, and includes all essential components (background, aim, methods, results, and conclusion).

Suggestions for improvement:

· Briefly mention the statistical methods used (e.g., correlations and logistic regression) to strengthen methodological transparency.

· Consider explicitly stating the clinical implication (e.g., the need to add thyroid evaluation to infertility assessment), which is implied but could be clearer.

· Avoid very detailed numerical data if space is limited; highlight only the most important findings (e.g., hypothyroidism as an independent predictor).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound.

· The study design (retrospective cross-sectional) is appropriate for the research question.

· Statistical analyses are well chosen: Spearman correlations, Mann-Whitney U, chi-square, and logistic regression are appropriate for the data distribution and variable types.

· Findings are presented clearly with numerical support.

· Interpretation of results aligns with current reproductive physiology and existing literature.

Minor issues:
· The discussion could more clearly differentiate associations vs. causality (particularly for hypothyroidism and DFI).

· A brief paragraph acknowledging the limitations (retrospective design, possible selection bias, lack of oxidative stress markers) would improve the rigor.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally appropriate, up-to-date, and relevant. Several citations from 2023–2025 strengthen the manuscript. You include seminal works (Evenson, Agarwal) and recent regional studies.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in generally clear and understandable English.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The Results and Discussion sections could be separated more clearly, as some interpretative statements appear within results.

  Consider adding a short “Clinical Implications” paragraph before the Conclusion to highlight how DFI and thyroid testing might change practice.

The manuscript is well structured and presents clinically relevant findings on sperm DNA fragmentation within an underrepresented population. Minor language polishing, improved clarity in the discussion, and slight refinement of the abstract are recommended before acceptance. Figures and tables should be reviewed for formatting consistency according to journal guidelines. Overall, the study adds meaningful value to the field of male infertility research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No, the manuscript states that ethical approval was obtained and follows standard retrospective study procedures.
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