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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. Since there is samples collection from animal in the study, animal ethics 
approval should be indicated in the article. 
  
 
2. “Pseudopregnancy or Pseudo pregnancy or Pseudo-pregnancy” should be 
typed in the same format throughout the article. 
 
3. Author should indicate reference of “…previous workers [2016]…” mentioned 
in RESULTS AND DISCUSSION.  
 
4. The magnification should be indicated in Figure 2. 
 
5. There is no references no. [4] in the references section. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Please check typo “anestrus” and “anoestrus”. 
 
2. Please change citation in RESULTS AND DISCUSSION to be number style: 
(Verstegen 1999; Razzaque et al., 2008) = [24, 22].  
 
3. There is no “full stop” at the end of some references. Please check typing of 
references list. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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