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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 It is essential  that the authors confirm that the 
error term in the tables is SEM not SD. The error 
term is very high. 

The criteria for the division of the cattle should be 
described in detail. 

1. We used SD which is usually twice the 
value of SEM so that is instructive. SD 
should ideally be higher than SEM 
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 Minor REVISION comments  2. We did not have our own 
cattle but we went to the abattoir 
to sample cattle to assay the 
parameters we reported, so for 
every parameter, how many 
animals we got at a time was the 
criteria 

 
Optional/General comments   

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


