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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 important for the field of toxicology, pharmacology, and complementary medicine, especially in low-resource settings where natural remedies are heavily relied upon. It contributes to understanding the dose-dependent efficacy of guava leaf extract in male reproductive toxicity models.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the aim of the study 
	

	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.


	Abstract is written too detailed. It should be concise and write in IMRAD Style i.e. Introduction, Methodology, Results and Discussion.  benefit from more concise phrasing, particularly in the methodology section. Consider focusing on the study design, key findings, and conclusion in a more structured format.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses an important issue using a clear experimental design.
The findings are interesting but need clarification, improved data presentation, and correction of minor scientific inconsistencies. However, there are areas needing clarity and improvement:
Group labels, histology image descriptions, and certain hormone interpretations require refinement for clarity and rigor.
In methodology group G is written two times. First one should written as Group F.  

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are sufficient and recent. Some citations are from reputable journals and reflect current understanding. However, a few more recent references in oxidative stress and phytotherapy could be considered to strengthen context.
	

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


	The manuscript needs language polishing. There are grammatical issues, and inconsistencies (e.g., "guava extracts were observed" vs. "was observed"). Should improve sentence structure and paragraph transitions for better readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Clarify the animal ethics approval information and include the approval reference number.
Strengthen the rationale in the Introduction regarding why a pre-exposure model is important compared to post-exposure studies.
The Discussion should better integrate the results with broader implications in public health or environmental toxicology.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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