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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 
 

The article is informative and discussed about the undescended testicular effects on 
fertility of male reproductive system. Reduced male fertility became one of the major 
problems in men's health at present scenario. In this context this article will have 
impact on scientific community. This review can be accepted with few minor 
revisions. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Article should be thoroughly formatted as per the Journals guidelines. 
2. Introduction and other sub heads should be included. 
3. Diagrammatic representation of spermatogenesis in normal and undescended testis 
should be included.  
4. Add a paragraph on reasons for testicular undescend in humans.   
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Accepted after minor revisions. 
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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) 
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