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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 

the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. Yes. Feeding by the staff is routinely required to those elderly home residents, 
who are lack of motivation and feeding skills. Calories and protein intakes of texture 
modified diet and reshaped soft meals for those residents is quite important. 

 
2. Yes Suitable. 
 
3.Yes  
 
4.Yes  
 
5.Yes  
 
6. No, the references are not sufficient and up-to-date. A total of 5 references are 
given in the prepared manuscript. Manuscript should be interpreted with current 
studies in the literature and its content and references should be enriched. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
1.Yes  

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Nutrition guidelines for cooking soft meals are needed to the catering manufactures 
and the general public for proper portion size and nutritional requirements to 
maintain individuals’ sufficient nutrient intake. This study is important in this 
respect. However, there are some issues that need to be corrected. These matters 
are given below, in substance. 
 

1. In Manucript, the texts should be given aligned on both sides. Some of the texts are 
left aligned. 
 

2. Abbreviations in the text should be written clearly when they are first used in the 
text, and their abbreviated form should be given in parentheses right next to it.  
 

3. Repeated abbreviations for the same term in the article should be avoided. Such as 
Body Mass Index (BMI), The Montreal Cognitive Assessment (MoCA), MOCA,  IDDSI 
 

4. References should be reviewed according to the journal format. The references are 
not sufficient and up-to-date. A total of 5 references are given in the prepared 
manuscript. Manuscript should be interpreted with current studies in the literature 
and its content and references should be enriched.  
 

5. References should be given aligned on both sides. Some of the references are left 
aligned. 
 

6. The date and number of ethics committee permissions required for the study to be 
carried out should be clearly stated in the text. 
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PART  2:  
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Emrah Yerlikaya 
Department, University & Country SIIRT University, Turkey 
 


