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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The manuscript addresses an important topic in reproductive medicine by examining seminal biochemical markers (fructose, zinc, and citric acid) and their relationship with semen parameters in infertile men. The study contributes data from a Nigerian population, which is valuable given the limited evidence from Sub-Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Good 
	

	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 is structured and generally understandable, presenting the essential components of the study: background, aim, methods, results, and conclusion.
However, several issues limit its quality and impact:

· Lack of quantitative statistical clarity
· Overly descriptive wording
· Minor language and grammar problems
· Absence of clinical relevance statement

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In summary, the manuscript is scientifically plausible and methodologically acceptable, but revisions are needed to improve statistical rigor, clarify interpretation, and strengthen methodological transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Several reference problems are visible:
Duplicate references

Example:

Echeverría et al. (2024) appears twice.

Kumar & Singh (2015) appears twice.

Outdated references

Some references are >15 years old.

Missing key references

The authors should cite major male infertility literature such as:

· Agarwal et al. oxidative stress review

· Esteves et al. male infertility classification

· WHO semen reference guidelines


	

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


	The manuscript contains several language issues.
Examples:

· grammatical inconsistencies

· awkward sentence structures

· inconsistent plural usage

Example sentence:

“Zinc was highest in fertile normospermic men and significantly lowers in normospermia infertile…”

This should be revised.

Professional language editing is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study evaluates seminal plasma biochemical markers and semen parameters among infertile and fertile men in Lagos. The topic is relevant to male infertility diagnostics.

However, the manuscript currently reads more like a descriptive clinical report rather than a hypothesis-driven scientific study.

To meet international publication standards, the authors should improve:

1. Methodological transparency
2. Statistical robustness
3. Interpretation of results
4. Language and grammar
5. Reference accuracy
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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