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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript addresses the significant association between mastitis and reproductive complications in dairy cattle, a topic of considerable economic and animal health importance. The review compiles evidence linking mastitis with decreased fertility, early embryonic mortality, and prolonged days open, which are critical issues in dairy herd management. The detailed discussion of mechanisms involving cytokines, hyperthermia, and hypothalamic–pituitary–ovarian axis disruption provides valuable insights. This work will benefit veterinarians, researchers, and dairy producers by emphasizing the multifactorial effects of mastitis and highlighting areas requiring further controlled studies.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is broadly suitable, but it could be made more precise. Suggested alternative: “Mastitis and its Impact on Reproductive Performance in Dairy Cattle: A Comprehensive Review”.

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensive and captures the key points of the review. However, it contains redundancy (two identical versions of the abstract appear in the manuscript). It would benefit from deleting the duplicated abstract and adding a clear concluding sentence summarizing future research directions and practical applications.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, presenting current knowledge supported by numerous references. However, there is some repetition in the introduction and results sections. The authors may consider reorganizing to avoid redundancy and make the narrative more concise.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive and covers key studies. Most citations are relevant and include recent works (2015–2019). However, inclusion of very recent studies (2020–2023) would improve the manuscript’s timeliness.

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript is understandable but requires language polishing for scholarly communication. Issues include minor grammatical errors, awkward sentence structures, and inconsistent use of tenses. A professional language edit is recommended.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures: Figure 1 should be redrawn with higher resolution and clearer labels.
- Tables: Table 1 is informative but should be formatted consistently.
- Structure: Some sections overlap; clearer separation would improve readability.
- Abstract duplication must be corrected.
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