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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 

 
1/ “Smath grazing can reduce inputs” but can it 
causes more waste and losses of forage than in 
drylots? 
 
2/ What eat ewes before flushing?  
 

 

1.  In a companion study that evaluated 

intake, forage wastage, and nutrient 

composition of a pea/barley forage in a 

swath grazing verses baled feeding 

system, forage wastage did not differ 

between treatments. This study has 

been referenced in the text. 

2. Prior to flushing ewes were grazing 

native range. This has been added to the 

text. 
Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments Good paper, well presented, complete  and clear.  

 

 

 


