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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.


	The manuscript raises an important issue about the standardization of the ovum pick-up (OPU) procedure. Although a personalized approach might be a better way to perform OPU, as there is an individual difference between cows, this procedure requires some basic standards that all practitioners should follow. Standardization and milestones give a better understanding of the performance and underline whether the improvement is necessary. Tharparkar cattle still miss this standardization, so the manuscript gives valuable information.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and expresses the topic of the article.
	

	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.


	Although the author calls it a technical report, the abstract requires a clear goal. The Introduction requires it as well. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, but it misses the part about statistics. It is not clear why only one preset was used and why the author takes it as the best preset. The research requires the comparison of different presets and the identification of the statistically significant best preset.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	The quality of the language is good and scientifically correct.
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