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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. The concept of the manuscript is important for the scientific community. It has the 
potential to provide information on the techniques for impacting robustness and resilience 
on farm animals. 
2. The title is excellent. 
3. Yes. 
4. The structure and subsections need to be reviewed. The subheadings should be in 
tandem with their main headings. Factors affecting robustness and resilience should be 
separated from strategies for achieving robustness and resilience in farm animals. 
Words/vocabularies presenting the article as a manual or set of instructions should be 
avoided, while discussion on each section should be a summary, but detailed enough to 
relate to the article’s title. 
5. Yes, but more information is required. 
6. The references are recent, but not adequate for a review work. 
 
 
 
 
The authors need to understand that review work is like a repository of 
information/knowledge about the chosen title. This implies that it must contain a 
comprehensive information about any topic itemized in the article. All relevant literature 
must be cited to support the discussions. 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
Yes 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
3.0: The heading in this section do not adequately relate with the sub-headings. The sub-headings 
are more of strategies/techniques for achieving robustness and resilience. 
 It will be more appropriate to discuss the factors influencing robustness and resilience under 

the following: 1) Genetic factors 2) Management factors, and 3) Environmental factors. Under 
these factors, those strategies/techniques can be discussed. It is not appropriate for a sub-
heading to have the same font characteristics as the main heading, going further to underline 
the sub-heading gives it more prominent than the main heading. 

 The information discussed under the various strategies are few. More details will be more 
appropriate. 

 Note that sub-headings must be in tandem with the main heading. They are meant to give 
further and more detailed explanation to the issue/context of the main heading. 

 Many sections of this article were presented in the format of a manual or a set of instructions to 
be carried out, this is not the posture of a review work. 
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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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