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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 

 

The manuscript is within the scope of the journal. The 

work is relevant, original and will contribute to the 

scientific community. The writing is good, the methods 

very well detailed, few errors and showing care in the 

preparation. However, some corrections should be 

conducted to further improve the quality of the 

manuscript presented. The considerations are described 

below. 

Thank you for your observation. Errors you 

identified are corrected as shown below. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Material and Methods: what milk was utilized? For 

example: was powered non-fat milk? 

 

The aspirin used was which company?  

 

The comment initiated in line 329 until 337, I suggest put 

in Discussion. 

 

Standardize all the references, for example (reference 1): 

Halsted CH, Robles EA, Mezey E, Distribution of ethanol 

in the human gastro intestinal tract. The American 

Journal of Clinical Nutrition, 1973; 26: 831–834.  

 

It is not necessary put “doi” in references.  

 

 

 

Thank you very much.  
Liquid milk that is identified as peak milk 
contains 9.7g of milk fat/157ml which 
necessitated emulsification with strong 
commercial detergent so as to avoid 
interference with spectrophotometric 
transmittance that would otherwise give 
false absorbance.   
I absolutely agree; the comments have 
been moved to the discussion section and 
highlighted in yellow background as 
demanded. 
 
 
 

Dois are deleted as requested. 
However, herein is the basis for the 
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inclusion of dois. Besisdes journal 
abbreviation is recommended 
according INSTRUCTION to 
AUTHORS: Is there a change in 
instruction to authors?  Hilly M, 
Adams ML, Nelson SC. A study of 
digit fusion in the mouse embryo. Clin 
Exp Allergy. 2002;32(4):489-98.  

Note: List the first six authors 
followed by et al. 
Note: Use of DOI number for the full-
text article is encouraged. (if 
available). 
Note: Authors are also encouraged to 
add other database's unique identifier 
(like PUBMED ID). 
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