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	Please write few sentences regarding the importance this manuscript for scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	I liked this study because the topic is novel and according to the results of the study, if confirmed in studies with a larger sample size, important steps can be taken for treatment in cases of idiopathic male infertility.
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	Does oxidative stress Effect on Sperm TERRA Expression and Chromatin Function in Infertile Males? Preliminary Findings
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	Subsections (Acknowledgements, Competing interests, Authors’ Contributions, Ethical approval) didnt use  in manuscript. 
	

	Please write few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	In the introduction of the manuscript, not enough reasons are given and the sample size is very small, however, the implementation method is written in detail and the results are well reported. It is a good article if there are compelling reasons for the small sample size.
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