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The Editor must ensure that the OJVR publishes only papers which are scientifically sound. To achieve this objective, the referees are requested to assist the Editor by making an assessment of a paper submitted for publication by: 

(a)  Writing a report on the reverse side of this form, 
(b} Check the boxes shown below under 1. and  2. ( YES or NO) [N.B.A "NO" assessment must be 
       supported by specific comment in the report. 
(c)  Make a recommendation under 3. 

The Editor-in-Chief would appreciate hearing from any referee who feels that he/she will be unable to review a manuscript within two weeks. 

1. CRITERIA FOR JUDGEMENT (Mark "Yes" or "No"). 
  

Is the work scientifically sound? Y
Is the work an original contribution? Y
Are the conclusions justified on the evidence presented? N see comments
Is the work free of major errors in fact, logic or technique? N see comments
Is the paper clearly and concisely written? No see changes
Do you consider that the data provided on the care and use of animals (See Instructions to Contributors) is sufficient to establish that the animals used in the experiments were well looked after, that care was taken to avoid distress, and that there was no unethical use of animals? Yes Ethics approved by University

2  PRESENTATION (Mark "Yes" or "No"). 
  

Does the title clearly indicate the content of the paper? N See changes

Does the abstract convey the essence of the article? NO (see changes)
Are all the tables essential? Y
Are the figures and drawings of good quality? Y
Are the illustrations necessary for an understanding of the text? Y
Is the labelling adequate? No see changes 

3. RECOMMENDATIONS(Mark one with an X) 
  

Not suitable for publication in the OJVR 
Reassess after major changes X
Accept for publication with minor changes   
Accept for publication without changes


4.REPORT:  Authors attempt to show differences in blood and physiological parameters when swine are adrenalectomized directly or through a laparoscope. The work has some value in relation to attempts to reduce trauma during surgery. The findings are very limited and in reality show nothing of great practical significance but are important for this reason. The paper is very poorly written and difficult to follow in ALL sections and could only be reconsidered if completely redrafted. The methods describe are routine and large groups of animals were tested for statistical analysis.  The extensive raw data files support the work.
TITLE The original title is not acceptable we suggest “Hematological, hemodynamic, enzyme, hormonal and acute phase protein changes in pigs subjected to open versus laparoscopic adrenalectomy”

ABSTRACT: Hematological, hemodynamic, enzyme and hormonal changes during the acute phase response in pigs subjected to open adrenalectomy or laparoscopy are reported. Groups of 8 pigs each were subjected to either adrenalectomy by laparotomy or laparoscopy. Two groups were used as sham laparotomy or laparoscopy controls wherein access to the adrenal was achieved without adrenalectomy. There were no differences in hematocrit between any group. Compared with other groups, leukogram values were elevated in pigs subjected to sham laparotomy.  Oxygen saturation, C-reactive protein and alanine aminotransferase values were lower in pigs subjected to laparoscopic adrenalectomy. Fifteen days after surgery cortisol levels were lower in pigs subjected to sham laparotomy. Experimental laparoscopic adrenalectomy in swine may have lower risk of infection and hemorrhage than conventional adrenalectomy. Authors may wish to add or change if meaning has been compromised.
INTRODUCTION: Large sections of have had to be re-written/deleted as they are irrelevant or superfluous and repetitive. Only relevant material needs to be included here.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: Mostly acceptable with appropriate Animal Ethics Approval and methodology. There is one glaring error which affects the complete work subsequently. The groups cannot be named GI, GII ect without explaining what they mean in Figures and Tables and  in the text. WE suggest authors change this to pigs subjected to adrenolectamy without laparoscopy, adrenolectamy only ect…
RESULTS: Authors do not need to repeat results in Tables 1, 2 and 3 or in figures in the text. Maybe just describe any salient findings.

DISCUSSION: Large sections of have had to be re-written/deleted as they are irrelevant or superfluous and repetitive. Only relevant material needs to be included here.

Reconsider after major changes.

