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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.


	Coffee and African Walnut on sexual behavior and semen profile in Wistar rats. The topic is timely, given the growing global interest in natural products and fertility enhancers. The study contributes to ethnopharmacology and reproductive research by investigating potential synergistic effects of two culturally relevant substances. Findings may inform future pre-clinical and clinical investigations aimed at developing cost-effective natural interventions for male infertility.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title reflects the content but is lengthy. Suggested alternative:
“Comparative Effects of Double Root Coffee and African Walnut on Sexual Behavior and Semen Parameters in Male Wistar Rats.”
	

	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 summarizes background and findings but remains descriptive. Suggested improvements:
1. Clearly state the number of animals per group.
2. Provide quantitative data (mean ± SEM, p-values).
3. Explicitly note that this is an animal study to avoid overgeneralization.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Strengths:
1. Original research on natural fertility enhancers.

2. Ethical approval documented.

3. Experimental groups designed to test single and combined effects.

Major concerns:
1. Sample size discrepancy: The methods mention 10–12 male rats, yet 5 groups are described. The number of animals per group must be clarified.

2. Dosing rationale: Conversion from mg/kg to mL is inconsistent and confusing; a clear dosing scheme is required.

3. Behavioral outcomes: Sex drive was mentioned (mounting frequency, latency) but not presented in the results tables. These data should be included.

4. Statistical analysis: Some t-values and p-values are inconsistent (Table I). Recheck calculations and provide exact sample size (n) per group.

5. References: Several references are irrelevant (COVID-19 vaccine, soil health, screen time). Replace with fertility- and phytotherapy-related studies.

6. Discussion: While mechanisms are discussed, limitations such as small sample size, lack of hormonal assays, and absence of control for placebo effects are not acknowledged.

Minor issues:
1. Language requires editing for grammar and clarity.

2. Tables should be standardized with units and group numbers.

3. Terminology: replace “induced with walnut” with “treated with walnut extract.”


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Partially sufficient but need revision. Irrelevant references should be removed and more focused reproductive biology literature added.
	

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


	Understandable but not polished. Requires professional English editing for clarity and academic style.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses an interesting and relevant question regarding natural fertility enhancers. However, methodological clarifications, statistical corrections, and proper reporting of behavioral outcomes are necessary. With major revision, it could become a useful contribution to the literature.
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