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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Male infertility is an important problem of modern andrology. Among the numerous factors affecting male fertility, food additives, in particular monosodium glutamate, are of leading importance. Decreased sperm quality, impaired spermatogenesis in the seminiferous tubules are pathologies that require the latest environmentally safe treatment methods. The authors of this article investigated the effect of a powerful phytobiotic – garlic, in the medicinal form of an aqueous solution. The results obtained are important for the scientific community because they allow us to assess the effect of garlic extract as a gonadoprotector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article, proposed by the authors, fully reflects its content and meets modern requirements. Therefore, in my opinion, it does not require correction.
	

	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.
	The abstract of the article is prepared in accordance with the requirements of the journal. It is structured and briefly saturated with the main data of the study. Thus, it fully reflects the purpose of the work, the methodology and the results obtained by the authors of the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript of the article is devoted to a topical topic. The methodology used in conducting the research allows us to state that the manuscript is scientifically correct. The results obtained are fully presented in a logical sequence. In addition, they are well discussed using a sufficient number of scientific sources published in recent years.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In the References section, the authors list 45 scientific publications. The vast majority, except for 5 articles, were published in recent years. However, it is worth reviewing this section to ensure that it is formatted according to the journal's requirements. It is also worth noting that the dissertation (number 7 in the list) does not have a year of publication.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The article is written in clear language and is easy to read, which indicates the expertise of the authors. However, its quality and perception by the scientific community could be improved by proofreading by a native speaker.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Although the peer-reviewed article is written at a high scientific level, there are certain comments that would improve its quality and perception. For example, the photographs of histopreparations provided are of very low quality, which makes it difficult to note differences between the study groups in the appearance of seminiferous tubules in the testes. They should be replaced with images with higher resolution. It would also improve the quality of the work by adding photographs of sperm smears that were used in assessing its quality parameters.
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