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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 has addressed subclinical mastitis in cattle which is an economically important and rather relevant issue of dairy sector worldwide. This manuscript has in detail, explained the importance and region specific data from central India. It is often observed that such data from field conditions are underreported. The study is well documented and presentation is good. However, to meet the standards of peer review journal, necessary corrections and suggestions may be adopted to improve the contents of the manuscripts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. I would suggest that the instead of using the word INCIDENCE in the title, PREVALENCE is more suitable keeping in view the nature and findings of the study. As the researchers have studied cases of subclinical mastitis over a period of time and not new cases, I personally think incidence is not an appropriate word and seems conceptually wrong.
	. 

	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.


	Yes. Abstract is good but as it is always done, it summarized the whole study. It is suggested that while adopting the corrections/revisions suggested,  abstract may also be revised to that effect. For example, incidence wrd may be replaced with prevalence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. Keeping at front the nature, core design and methodology, it is scientifically correct. Worthwhile to mention here that it needs improvements. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. Sufficient bit not updated. Keeping in view the rate of scientific innovations and discoveries on daily basis, I suggest that the manuscripts should not refer to studies older than 15 years, until and unless it is UNAVOIDABLE in cases of citing protocols etc which are always exceptions. Moreover, uniform style may adopted, duplicate references may be deleted. 
	

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


	Yes 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is good. However
1. Should include cutoff values for SSC. Manuscript is silent in this regard. 

2. Field application of the findings is missing in abstract and conclusions. Very Important

3. The manuscript has discussed factors which are related to dairy cattle ONLY. Other risk factore like housing feeding and milking methods and general hygiene have not been discussed, which limits the scope of the study. It is suggested that either the manuscript may be revised to that effect and/or it may be declared as a limitation of the instant study. 

4. Using chi square apparently does not fulfil the ccriteria of statistical design. It is a crosssectional study and field oriented, field based. Multivariate log reg seems appropriate to enhance the scientific credibility of the study. 

5. The conclusions have outdated and irrelevant discussion. Local relevance and field applications are scarce. May be revised. 

6. The Mnauscript has failed to explain the economic losses due to subclinical mastitis. 

7. The manuscript also lacks relavant suggestions for policy makers and implementors. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No. but apparently the Ethical Committee of the local institute, would have granted approval for the study, I guess
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