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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.


	The findings of this manuscript seems impactful and could enhance the accuracy of semen detection methods in forensic field. It attests and compare the persistence of Prostate Specific Antigen (PSA) and Acid Phosphatase (AP) as biomarkers for detecting degraded (washed) semen on male underwear. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The starting phrase "Biochemistry of Male Infidelity" is a bit unclear.
I suggest this modification “Detecting Semen Stains on Fabric Using Prostate Specific Antigen and Acid Phosphatase: A Forensic 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.


	The abstract is mostly comprehensive, I think it is acceptable as such and no need for addition (or deletion).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study appears scientifically sound. Using enzyme assays is a standard approach in forensic practice. The study design (experimental group vs controls) is appropriate for the objective. However, the statistical power is weakened by the small sample size (four volunteers), which may explain the lack of significant differences. 


	

	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 of them are recent
	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications.
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