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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 manuscript provides critical insights into the growing concern of microplastic pollution and its potential consequences on male reproductive health, a topic of increasing relevance in today’s world. By demonstrating how polystyrene-based microplastics impair spermatogenesis and reduce fertility through oxidative stress, the study offers compelling evidence that even low-dose, long-term exposure can have profound biological effects. These findings are particularly significant as microplastics are now ubiquitous in our environment, including in water, food, and even the air we breathe. The work not only deepens our understanding of environmental toxicology but also raises urgent questions about public health and the unseen risks posed by our reliance on synthetic materials.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is good, but I will suggest this for more clarity and refinement, which is Polystyrene Microplastics Disrupt Spermatogenesis Through Oxidative Stress in Rat Testicular Tissue.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive, effectively outlining the study's objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion; however, it would benefit from minor grammatical revisions, the inclusion of specific quantitative results to support the claims (such as percentage changes in sperm count or oxidative markers), and a clearer explanation of terms like "PC" to enhance clarity and scientific rigor, while also strengthening the conclusion with a sentence on the broader relevance of the findings to public or environmental health.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its core premise, experimental design, and data interpretation. It presents a logical approach to evaluating the dose-dependent effects of polystyrene-based microplastics on spermatogenesis and oxidative stress in testicular tissues, using well-established methodologies such as stereological evaluation, histological analysis, and oxidative stress markers. The use of appropriate animal models, and controls adds to its validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent. Good job here.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article require moderate revision to meet the standards of scholarly communication. While the scientific content is understandable, the manuscript contains grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, inconsistent tense usage, and occasional ambiguity that may hinder clarity and fluency. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents relevant scientific content and contributes meaningfully to its field. However, issues with clarity of expression, grammatical accuracy, and the need for better organization and refinement reduce its overall impact. With careful revision, particularly in language and structure, the manuscript has strong potential for improvement.
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