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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 
 
 

 
Abstract is too long. Replace: The seeds were cut into pieces for fort-eight hours with The seeds were cut 
into pieces and dried for fort-eight hours 
Introduction: The 1st paragraph is too long and need more references 
Material and Methods:  
1-There is a title for Determination of testicular histology; and the result not included anything about 
testicular histology. 
2-There is no title for statistical analysis 
Result and discussion 
1-The author did not discussed the results with other studies 
2-The title of each table should be written above the table immediately. 
3-The comparison should be between group 2 and the other experimental groups not with the control. 
4-The author repeated all the experimental groups with details under the table, Why? 
 
References need revision, and there is any recent references at all. 
The most recent in this study reference is from 2010. 
 

Authors very much appreciate the comments of the reviewers. We have 
corrected the manuscript based on the thoughtful comments of the 
reviewers. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The article is need extensive revision. 
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