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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

The following sections are missing:

- Abbreviations.

Acknowledgements.

Declaration of interests.

Funding interests.

Ethical approval.

Manuscript corrections:

- Introduction: lines 35 and 36: percentages are not correct.

- Discussion: about the last paragraph:
“...0n the off change that a person has any of the accompanying manifestations, he should look for clinical consideration:
Has been treated for a sickness. Which sickness can be important about?

Small balls or a creating scrotum. You have to explain the meaning in detail of this sentence.
Other individuals of your home that aren’t functioning as hard as they ought to. You have to explain clearly the meaning of this sentence.

Page 4, 2" paragraph:
“barrenness; male fruitlessness; prescription; medication; semen boundaries; regenerative poisonousness; discharge sickness; feebleness; male fruitessness;
drug; medication; semen boundaries, conceptive harmfulness”

This paragraph is clearly out of place in the text. It must be re-edited where appropriate or deleted.

Page 5, 3 paragraph:

“...transrectal district..”. Transrectal district is not a very appropriate term. It could be changed for example by transrectal anatomy.

Background.
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The relationship between Graves' disease and male sterility discussed in the background is not explained in detail in the text.

Databases search.

The databases searched to write the article are not found in the text.

Conclusion.

The conclusions do not provide a great benefit in relation to the title of the manuscript.

Language.

The language is correct.

References.

Number 2: Something is wrong about the Journal title. Check it and correct.

Number 23 and 25: Maximum 6 authors.

Number 24: This reference is incomplete. Use the image below for correction:

Volume 7, Issue 9, September 2019, Pages €1269-e1279

Articles

Bronchiectasis in India: results from the European Multicentre Bronchiectasis Audit and Research Collaboration (EMBARC) and Respiratory Research
Network of India Registry

Author links open overlay panelRajaDharMD2SheetuSinghMDPDeepakTalwarMDCProfMuraliMohanMD9YSurya
KantTripathiMDeRajeshSwarnakarDNB'SonaliTrivediDNB9ProfSrinivasRajagopalaMD"GeorgeD'SouzaMD!ArjunPadmanabhanMDiArchanaBaburaoDNBPadukudru
AnandMaheshMD'ProfBabajiGhewadeMD™ProfGirijaNairMD"AdityaJindalDM°ProfGayathri Devi HlayadevappaMDPHonneySawhneyMD9Kripesh
RanjanSarmahMD'...ProfJames DChalmersPhD?
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Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

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



https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/2214109X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/2214109X/7/9
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/author/57203077280/suryakant-tripathi
https://www.sciencedirect.com/author/57203077280/suryakant-tripathi
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2214109X19303274#!
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(19)30327-4

Review Form 1.6

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment IAuthor’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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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