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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.


	This manuscript explores the reproductive effects of Solanum melongena (garden egg), a widely consumed vegetable, on male reproductive parameters in Wistar rats. The study is important because garden egg is commonly eaten in many parts of Africa and Asia, yet limited research exists on its potential reproductive toxicity or hormonal impacts. By examining sperm parameters, reproductive hormones, and histological changes, the study contributes to understanding the possible adverse or protective effects of commonly consumed phytochemicals on male fertility. These findings have implications for dietary recommendations, public health awareness, and future toxicological or pharmacological research. Overall, the topic addresses a significant gap in ethnobotanical safety and reproductive physiology.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the content but has a minor grammatical issue (“on adult male” should be “in adult male”). It could be made more scientific and precise by highlighting both physiological and histological outcomes.

Suggested: Effect of Solanum melongena (Garden Egg) Ethanolic Extract on Reproductive Hormones, Semen Quality, and Testicular Histology in Adult 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 adequately describes the study rationale, objective, methodology, and main findings. However, it could be improved for scientific clarity and balance:

· The background is lengthy and descriptive rather than concise.

· Results and conclusion sections need clearer statistical emphasis and biological interpretation.

· Keywords are limited (only three). More specific terms related to hormones or fertility would improve discoverability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In the present study experimental design includes appropriate grouping (control, low, and high dose), Histological and biochemical analyses are clearly described, Use of ANOVA and post hoc tests for statistical comparison is appropriate but the sample size (n=4 per group) is small, limiting statistical power and reproducibility, duration of treatment (21 days) may be insufficient to observe full spermatogenic cycles, results interpretation is somewhat inconsistent: while sperm parameters decreased, hormonal levels increased—this contradiction should be discussed in relation to potential feedback mechanisms or steroidal interference, some methods (e.g., LD50 determination) could be summarized rather than fully detailed, figures/tables lack standard statistical notation (e.g., superscripts for significance) and histological images need proper scale bars and magnifications.

Overall scientific validity:
Moderate. The study provides useful preliminary data but requires refinement in design justification, data interpretation, and clarity of reporting
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are outdated (e.g., Irvine et al., 1996). Recent works on Solanum melongena’s phytochemical and reproductive effects could be added (from 2018–2024). Citations should be formatted uniformly according to the target journal’s style (e.g., include journal names in italics, consistent author initials)
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate English editing to meet scholarly standards
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