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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 theme is important. I have some advice. 
1. Abstract: Please avoid to use parenthesis. 
2. Figure 2: you use French. “Year” should be used instead of “an”. 
3. Men sometimes “hide” the fact that he had child(ren) and thus whether he suffered 

primary or secondary sterility is not confirmed: please state this meaning.  
4. Table 2: Avoid to use French. Please use English. 
5. I understand that you described the situation of the male infertility in your area. An 

original article should have something “new” even though it is very tiny. Please more 
clearly state the “new” point that your study showed here. If your data is only a 
reconfirmation of preexisting knowledge, then, please state so. In the latter occasion, 
the next sentences may be useful. “Although the present data is in general accordance 
with that of preexisting studies and there are no, or little, brand new data, describing 
the area-specific information may contribute to the better health/policy making and 
better education”.  

6. I understand also French (English, French, and Germany). You sometimes use French 
or French-like English. Please ask some English native to edit this manuscript.  
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Shigeki Matsubara  

Department, University & Country Jichi Medical University, Japan 

 


