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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

| totally appreciate the efforts that have been done by the authors in conducting this interesting topics but | have many questions
about this presentation:

Comments for authors:

Abstract:

Background section needs revision, totally. The introduction should include a better representation of the main rationale of the
study and emphasis on the limitations of previous studies. Why the authors decided to conduct this study again? All results
should be expressed by p value.

Introduction:

This section is too long. Pl omits the some paragraphs, especially paragraph 2.

In paragraph 3, the authors must be more explain the effect of the use of antioxidants in Idiopathic male factor infertility such as
Melissa officinalis. (The authors should be mentioned to this new and valuable reference in introduction and discussion section:
“Can Melissa officinalis improve chromatin structure and sperm parameters in a rat model of varicocele?. Andrologia. 2018;
50(8): €13058. https://doi.org/10.1111/and.13058 ).

Methods:

It was good.

Results;

This section was too long. It must be presented in the form of text, tables, and illustrations.

The contents of the tables should not be repeated in the text. Instead, a reference to the table number may be given.

Discussion:

Paragraph 2 should be omitted (it is repetitive).

Limitation and recommendation should be mentioned in the last paragraph of discussion.

References:

More than 50 % of references were before 2011 and need renewal. Almost references were very old (before 2015, almost
before 2010). PI cites new research about this subject.
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