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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

First of all I congratulate on you for the experimental
activities I had the opportunity to check when
reviewing Your manuscripts. Nevertheless, I must
also inform You that I feel the article should be
improved as far as the quality of writing and
displaying adequately the Introduction, M&M and
References.

The overall evaluation starts with a request to pay
higher attention to grammar and style errors:
inconsistency between singular verbs and plural
nouns or else, in the inconsistent use of the form
“oestrus” or “estrus” and “matting” instead of
“mating” throughout the paper.

The Introduction should focus more on the aims and
define the background in a clearer way, in order to
make comprehensible to any reader (not only the
specialist of the field), the reasons why You felt to
carry out this experimental trial: at this regard, I
would also ask the authors to check the reference
worldwide, as the references cited in the text date
back in time. Can you please provide up to date
papers published in the field and if none (sceptically
speaking), can You please emphasize that no
evidence about this topic is present and therefore it
was needed to be explored?

Again in the Introduction section, You don’t
emphasize enough on the implications that the
assessment of X-chromatin has and its meaning: at
this regard, do You use the reproductive
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performance as an indicator for animal welfare
assessment or for production assessment in the farm,
or both?

In the M&M, the technique to assess the X-chromatin
is totally missing.

I personally found Results and Discussion concise OK, Done
and descriptive.

Please, be consistent as far as the Reference Section!
Each reference You report is different from the other!
Please, stick close to the guidelines for authors as far
as Reference style.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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