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	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.


	The manuscript provides important evidence on the persistent gaps in knowledge, attitudes, and preventive practices of sexually transmitted infections among university students. By providing region-specific data, the study fills a gap in the STI literature in South Asia. The study contributes meaningful insights for public health researchers and policymakers working to reduce STI burden and improve sexual health outcomes among young adults.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 comprehensive. However, the background repeats global facts without linking them directly to the study gap in Sikkim. Reduce to 2–3 sentences by stating the STI burden, mentioning that youth/university students are vulnerable, and identifying the local data gap in Sikkim. How long was the study?


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent, except for references 7 and 11, which are more than 10 years.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the materials and methods, the study period (from when to when?) should be stated. For the sample size calculation, the use of a 50% prevalence is not suitable. There are researches on the topic. A regionally specific prevalence should be used. The k-value for the systematic sampling should be stated. The Cronbach's alpha values should be clearly stated. I don’t think a pilot study was conducted. This is a pretest of the study instrument. Also, the word “evaluate “should be replaced with assess as evaluating usually follows a protocol which is not stated in the study. The scoring for knowledge, attitude and practice should be clearly stated. (e.g. each correct knowledge answer is scored 1 mark, and an incorrect answer is scored 0 mark. The maximum score is --- and the minimum score is---. Then convert to percentages and classify as inadequate, moderate, and adequate). Do the Same for attitude and practice. In tables 6-8 of the results, indicate where chi-square or Fisher's tests were used. The discussion should have a heading. Provide limitations, recommendations, and contributions to knowledge of the study.
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