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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. Yes, this work is important for the scientific community as well as for the policy makers and 

livestock breeders but no justification why the author is reviewing on this title or what 
pushes him to review on this title. 

2. Yes but needs small rearrangement “Efficiency, Challenges and opportunities of Cattle 
Artificial Insemination Service in Developing Countries: A Review”. The economic loss 
should be included under the challenges section and the author should add reviewed data 
to be incorporated under the opportunity section. 

3. The abstract is comprehensive but the critically reviewed datas mentioned in number and 
percentages in the main body should be indicated here selectively. The abstract should be 
concise and easy to understand. The efficiencies, challenges and opportunities of AI 
…should boldly come to the abstract with their number, Kg and % description. The 
keywords should have strengths, descriptive to the main topic contents and is better to be 
no more than 7 keywords. 

4. Yes but break down the tables 1, 2 and 3 considering their appropriate section in order to 
be visible, easy for publisher page layout and suitability of your manuscript. You can 
mention your subtopic as major challenges of AI and mention 1. Economic loss 2. 
Management problems 3. Policy problems.  You should add reviewed data for the subtopic 
(opportunity). Arrange the conclusion and recommendation and draw concise and smart 
conclusion and put your recommendation in bulletin. Avoid some words available in the 
conclusion that are not visible in the main body of the manuscript.  

5. Yes 
6. Yes, but references under 2000 years are not relevant to your data. 80-85% of the 

references are from 2000-2022. Try to enrich your manuscript using recent references. Use 
Endnote, Wiley, APA…systems to simplify referencing your manuscript. Look to the 
reference section of the manuscript for minor corrections shaded by colour. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
Yes but add grammatical correction in some sentences  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

If the author revised the following titles as suggested, his manuscript will be ok for 
publication. 

1. Title  
2. Abstract with keywords 
3. Justification 
4. Arrange tables/split 
5. Upgrade old references(<2000) 
6. Adjust conclusion and recommendation 
7. References  
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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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