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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 
 

 

In ABSTRACT: Introduction frame the sentence with correct scientific paradigm like 

`Increasing infertility rate worldwide raises research to investigate plausible reason health 

community`. 

What are criteria set for the Normal morphological forms, please write in the Material & 

Method section. 

Does authors considered the mean speed of the sperms to compare with alcohol users vs 

non-users. It could be a good reference point as well. 

 

Please provide the software and more details about the Statistical analysis. 

Did authors consider the smoking history along with alcohol consumption, which could 

have direct impact on sperm quality?  

Provide method of sperm collections and storage for the analysis. Further details about 

motility needed. I suggest refereeing two current papers 

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.9b03665 & https://doi.org/10.3390/mi11040448 to cite 

adding motility analysis details in materials and method section.   

Over all I found reporting system, poorly explained and needs to be updated before article 

can be accepted.  

 

 

 

 
 

http://ditdo.in/jpri
http://peerreviewcentral.com/page/manuscript-withdrawal-policy


 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

PART  2:  
 

 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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