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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This study is scientifically important. 

It assesses the effects of environmental pollution, particularly that linked to exposure to five heavy metals, on the key male fertility organ: the testicle.

The study also highlights the importance of histology in assessing the impact of environmental pollution on cell lines.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is too long and not very appropriate for the study that was carried out.
I suggest:  Subchronic toxicity of heavy metals on the testicular structures of Wistar rats
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	Yes, the abstract helps you understand the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, it is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and some are recent, but a clear scientific approach must be adopted.

References should either be listed in alphabetical order or in the order in which they appear in the text.

Also, there are several references in the text which are not mentioned at the end in the reference section.

Here are a few of them:

USEPA, 1992; Clermont, 1972 (in the introduction section)

Radhakrishnan (2016); El-Refaiy (2013); NTP, 2014 (in the discussion section)
Also, in the references section, some are not cited enough. These are:
Chandra et al., 2007

CCAC, 1984

Hongli et al., 2007

Melo et al., 1998
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the overall quality of the language is appropriate for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	I suggest that in the Materials and Methods section, the authors present the histological sections of the five batches of experimental rats and discuss them.
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