
Review Form 3
	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Biochemistry, Genetics and Molecular Biology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJBGMB_142708

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Mitochondrial DNA mutation and male infertility

	Type of the Article
	



	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 highlights the role of mitochondrial DNA mutations in male infertility and their potential therapeutic implications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Accurately reflects the topic (mtDNA mutations) and their relationship to male infertility, and directly links the cause (mutations) and the outcome (infertility) as well as, Well-suited for indexing and academic search engines.
	

	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 addresses the important link between male infertility and mitochondrial mutations. It provides background on infertility prevalence, highlights mitochondrias role, and presents the paper’s aim and conclusions. However, the language has some repetition and structural errors (e.g., “the very positive association” should be “a strong association”), and the term “very positive” is not scientifically accurate. The abstract does not clearly state that this is a review article, and it mixes general infertility with mtDNA-specific infertility, so it should focus more on the main objective.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript should clearly explain how the sources, figures, and tables were gathered and presented in the Materials and Methods section.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are more than sufficient and scientifically robust. Over 45 references, which exceeds the typical requirement (20–30 for a review). Includes both recent and classical sources, covering clinical, molecular, and epidemiological aspects. The references are drawn from credible, peer-reviewed journals and databases. Overall, the reference list is strong and enhances the credibility of the manuscript.
	

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

	The manuscript’s writing style needs to be more professional, with smoother transitions between sentences using appropriate linking words, and some long sentences should be shortened for clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript covers an important topic, highlighting mitochondrial DNA mutations in male infertility. It is well-referenced and scientifically sound. However, the writing needs improved clarity, flow, and professional tone. The abstract, introduction, and methodological details, including figures and tables, should be clearer and better organized.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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