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	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 prevalence of infertility is increasing globally, with male factors contributing to nearly one-third of all cases. Experimental studies using natural extracts are therefore timely and valuable, as they may provide important insights into potential lifestyle-based interventions to improve male factor infertility. My congratulations to all authors for this work.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suugest ‘EFFECT OF BREADFRUIT SEEDS (Artocarpus altilis) ON MALE REPRODUCTIVE PARAMETERS ON 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.


	Yes, it is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In the abstract, the authors state that “Consumption of ethanolic extract of garden egg significantly reduced sperm count, viability, and morphology, which may likely decrease the chances of fertility in experimental animals.”
Conversely, they conclude that “Breadfruit seed may improve fertility as it increased testosterone levels, sperm count, and viability in experimental animals.”
These statements are contradictory. 

Providing a clear rationale for selecting Breadfruit seed for the study would strengthen the scientific justification and overall coherence of the manuscript.
The Results section is missing, and the Discussion is inadequate and should be expanded to include interpretation of findings in the context of existing literature.
The tables could be made more informative and scientifically structured.
Additionally, applying a post hoc test in the statistical analysis would enhance the validity and interpretability of the results.
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