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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 study is important for diagnosing and also treatment of most important infertility cause in cattle. Thus it’s important to see results of this article which reflect on increasing the breeding in cattle field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It's not suitable. 
Some diagnostic tools for evaluating and treating endometritis in cattle
	

	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.


	I prefer abstract without division,  I mean abstract written in one comprehension.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient but not recent
	

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


	More grammatical defects words and sentence could be seen.
	

	Optional/General comments


	the study present endometritis without culture and sensitivity how? In any study of endometritis must be record uterine culture and sensitivity to detect the pathogens and also treatment with proper antibiotics to avoid uterine microbial resistance. To diagnose endometritis must be culture, ultrasonography is to detect intrauterine fluid but didn’t give any idea about the pathogen. Also materials didn’t mention ultrasound scanner type used. results must be add more numbers of ultrasound image, one image didn’t sufficient.
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