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 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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
In the manuscript, not everything is in English. In figure 1, even though the 
explanation for the figure is well explained above, the diagram is not in English, so it 
becomes difficult to understand for a nonspeaker. The same thing is visible in a few 
other places in the article. (When indicating negatives and positives in the tables.) 
 
In the "II.2- Sampling" part, I believe explaining/specifying what "a citric acid drink" 
would contribute to the overall quality of the manuscript. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript is clear; it is easy to understand, organized, and meticulous. It also 
is in the guidelines to be an original research article. I believe this study will be a 
meaningful contribution to the literature since it offers valuable information and is a 
valid study. I recommend this to be published with minor revisions. 
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