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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
1. Title 
2. A systematic review of 4,473 men aimed at determining the best treatment modality for 

varicocele 
  concluded that open inguinal or sub-inguinal  techniques of varicocelectomy resulted to 
better 
  outcomes with fewer complications compared to laparoscopic procedure or radiological 
embolisation. 
3. At results  
4. Histology of the specimen sent for histological evaluation following surgery was 

confirmatory for varicoceles  
5. More than 8 references out of 15 were older than 6 years must be replaced by new one. 

 
1. inguinal varicocelectomy   not varicocelectomy alone 
2. if this a fact why you are doing  this study trying to prove 

that. 
 

3. You did not mention the way of data analysis and 
presentation  

4. Why histopathology was taken to prove what? 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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