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Review Form 3

PART 1: Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 pediatric condition and provides a thorough analysis of both clinical
outcomes and family concerns. Its focus on community-specific cultural and genetic factors adds a unique
perspective

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

The title clearly reflects the scope and focus of the study

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 could be more concise, particularly in the methods section, which is overly detailed. Simplifying complex
terminology for a general audience could improve accessibility.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

The study design, including the retrospective cohort approach, is robust and supported by a large sample size. Data
collection and analysis methods are well-detailed.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

The reference list is extensive and includes relevant and recent studies.

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

The manuscript employs a formal scientific tone. Certain sentences are overly complex and could be simplified for
clarity.

Optional/General comments

The study design, including the retrospective cohort approach, is robust and supported by a large sample
size. Data collection and analysis methods are well-detailed. The rationale for specific statistical techniques
(e.g., logistic regression, mixed-effects models) should be explained. The limitation of chromosomal analysis
to a subset of patients should be acknowledged, with a suggestion for broader application in future
studies.Presenting the data in a more structured format could enhance readability. For example, the
correlation between age at diagnosis and spermatogenesis could be better linked to visual aids. The
association between clinical factors and family concerns needs more explicit clarification.The discussion
could benefit from a clearer and more concise presentation. Future research directions, such as the need for
routine genetic screening, should be more specific. Repetition in some sections should be reduced for better
focus. The manuscript addresses an important pediatric condition and provides a thorough analysis of both
clinical outcomes and family concerns. Its focus on community-specific cultural and genetic factors adds a
unique perspective
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Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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