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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.


	Male fertility is critical for reproduction, contributing to conception rates in 50% of infertility cases, and impacts embryo development and offspring health through sperm quality, quantity, and DNA integrity. Hence a healthy spermatozoon is important for a healthy offspring. This study tried to improve the semen quality by feeding the rats a natural plant extract of Breadfruit seeds and not by using any chemical. So, it emphasizes the use of natural material over any chemical. Therefore, the manuscript is relevant in today’s scenario.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A grammatical mistake is there in the title. The title should be “EFFECT OF BREADFRUIT SEEDS (Artocarpus altilis) ON MALE REPRODUCTIVE CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT MALE WISTAR RAT”


	

	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.


	1. The Author has not included the effect of Breadfruit seeds on the semen quality of the rats in the abstract which is the most important outcome of the study.
2. The numerical results are also not written

3. There was no superscripts which are obtained after the statistical analysis. These are most important to test the statistical significance of the results. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. There is lack of uniformity in the format of the references.
2. The number of references is less. There should be some more references.
	

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


	Some grammatical mistakes are there in the manuscript.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Shubham Singha, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

