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1 Original submission 2 comments · 18 Aug 2023 – 20 Aug 2023

Referee 1 Reviewer MAJOR REVISION 18 Aug 2023

1. It would be better to mention the numerical result in the results section of the abstract.

2. Some sentences are repeated exactly in different parts of the article, which is very boring for the reader. The

article should be better organized.

3. The novelty of your work must be discussed; it seems to be very weak.

4. You could increase the number of more recent studies in the reference section. You should provide

comprehensive and reliable comparisons between your findings and those of other previous studies.

5. Some of the references are too old—about one or two decades old. Therefore, I strongly recommend that the

authors replace them with some recent references.

6. Additional citations are required to support some of the statements made. Please help improve this article

by adding citations to reliable sources.

7. Please mention the weak and strong points of your study.

8. Please write about the limitations of your survey. Are there any limitations to this study? If yes, please

mention all limitations of the current study within the discussion section, too.

9. Please mention the exact P-value with three digits in the tables and text.

10. The majority of the results and statistics cited in this study are inconsistent with the tables.

11. Why did you select a 10 mmol cysteamine concentration? Why didn't you investigate the effects of different

concentrations on sperm parameters?

12. In some studies, it was found that higher concentrations of cysteamine reduced the quality of sperm after

thawing and did not have an antioxidant effect on sperm morphology.

Associate Editor MAJOR REVISION 20 Aug 2023

Major Revision
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2

Revision 1

A U T H O R S '  RE S P O N S E  TO  R E V IE W E RS

Authors' reply to reviewers

The next pages contain the authors' point-by-point reply to the comments of this

revision round, as submitted with the revised manuscript. It is published as the

authors wrote it.
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Answer to reviewer

1- Thanks. We mentioned numerical results in the abstract.

2- we reorganized the article and eliminated the repeated sentences.

3- About the novelty, we should mention that all articles discus about animal samples but we 
use cysteamine in semen sample of the men. We add this item to manuscript. Thanks for your 
consideration.

4- We do it. We increased the number of references and comprised their finding with our 
results. Thank you.

5- we changed the old references with recent references.

6- we added citation.

7- we mentioned the weak and strong points of our study and highlighted it.

8- we wrote about our limitation in discussion section.

9- we mentioned the exact value of P in the tables and text.

10- Thanks, we corrected them.

11- We use pilot to this study and after use of 3 doses (5,10, 20), we decided to use 10 mmol. 
Piloted doses were selected from similar animal articles. 

12- exactly for this reason we didn’t use higher concentration and we use 10 mmol. 
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2 Revision 1 2 comments · 27 Sep 2023 – 29 Sep 2023

Referee 1 Reviewer ACCEPT 27 Sep 2023

The revision is satisfactory.

Associate Editor ACCEPT 29 Sep 2023

Accept
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