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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.


	This manuscript is important because it introduces the One Health approach as a holistic framework for managing sexually transmitted infections (STIs) in India, addressing human, animal, and environmental health together. It provides evidence-based strategies for multisectoral collaboration and highlights socio-cultural and ecological factors influencing STI transmission. It identifies research gaps and proposes future directions, it offers a foundation for innovative, interdisciplinary solutions to improve public health outcomes


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This title is clear and descriptive; however, it could be improved for conciseness and impact

Option “Applying the One Health Approach to Sexually Transmitted Infection Control in India”

This is Shorter, action-oriented, and highlights application.


	

	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 informative and well-structured, but here are my observations and suggestions:

· The abstract does not indicate whether this is a review, a conceptual paper, or includes original data. Adding a phrase like “This review synthesizes existing literature…” or “Based on evidence from epidemiological studies…” would clarify the nature of the work.

· While the abstract mentions integration and collaboration, it could briefly state what unique insights or recommendations the paper provides (e.g., policy implications, research gaps identified).

· including one statistic (e.g., STI prevalence or burden in India) would strengthen the abstract and emphasize urgency.

· Phrases like “aims to provide a comprehensive understanding” can be condensed to make the abstract more concise and impactful.

Suggested Revised
“The One Health approach emphasizes the interconnectedness of human, animal, and environmental health in addressing complex health issues. This review explores its application for managing sexually transmitted infections (STIs) in India, synthesizing evidence on socio-cultural, environmental, and zoonotic factors influencing STI transmission. By advocating for multisectoral collaboration and identifying research gaps, the paper provides actionable recommendations for policy and education to improve reproductive health outcomes.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and aligns with current global health frameworks. Minor improvements in specificity and data presentation would enhance its robustness.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 The references include authoritative sources such as WHO guidelines, peer-reviewed journals, and recent studies (up to 2024).  They cover key areas: One Health principles, STI epidemiology, and policy frameworks.


	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but needs language refinement for scholarly tone and clarity. A professional copy-edit or language polishing would make it suitable for journal submission.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The manuscript meets standard ethical requirements for scholarly publication. No additional ethical approval seems necessary.
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