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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

The research quality is good and interesting,

But the authors did not make a group as a positive control for the methanol (which was
used as a solvent for the plant used in treatment from group 5 to group 8)

Methanol is a toxic agent and can make changes in semen quality and sperm shape and
motility

So there is a great need to make a separate group of rats take only the same dose of
methanol used to solve the plants used.

This is a mandatory need and can change your results dramatically.

The research quality is good and interesting,

But the authors did not make a group as a positive control for the methanol
(which was used as a solvent for the plant used in treatment from group 5 to
group 8)

Methanol is a toxic agent and can make changes in semen quality and sperm
shape and motility

So there is a great need to make a separate group of rats take only the same
dose of methanol used to solve the plants used.

This is a mandatory need and can change your results dramatically.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her
feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Heba Atia Yassa

Department, University & Country

Assiut University, Egypt

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




