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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 has provided new information on the beneficial effects of Zanthoxyliun 
leprieurii fruit on semen characteristics. However the manuscript needs to be re-written. 
The expression of the findings has not been presented appropriately. 
The manuscript require major revisions in introduction and other chapter.  
Few questions needs to be answered in the manuscript itself. 

1. What was the palatability of the fruit feeding as in general 
2. What was the basis of selecting the dose of treatment. 

What was the ambient temperature at the time of experiment. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Paper require major corrections  
Few corrections have been done in the manuscript  with blue font. 
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May be accepted for publication after revision 
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