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FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised 
paper (if any) 

Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

Dear authors, 
 
You have now responded to my remarks. I thank 
you. 
 
You have made new corrections, not all those I 
had proposed, but the most important ones such 
as P < 0.05, and change of ‘recommendation’. You 
have not included my idea about the general effect 
of caffeine which explains that on the fertility. 
I have checked everything: the corrections made 
are more numerous than those not made. Since 
the readers will not know these not made 
corrections, they will not be able to note the 
lacking. I think thus that the paper can be 
accepted for publication, and consequently I give it 
the overall mark of 8/10. 
However, please could you: 
- use the same order for the subtitles in the 
Material and Methods section, for the solution of 
caffeine and that of coffee 
- present the figure 4.2 at the same dimension as 
the other figures, that is a little larger 
- and if you can, add my idea at the end of your 
Discussion section ? 
 
I thank you in advance for making these small 
improvements, and I send you all my very best 
wishes, 
 
Your referee 

 
Thank you for your comments and concerns. Am impressed at your constructive contribution 
to this work. However, 
 

- We think the subtitles in the materials and methods section are different for caffeine and 
coffee solutions. Can’t see any need to order them as same, even though I have corrected 
the numbering. This is OK by us. 
 

- As requested, Figure 4.2 (now Figure 3.2-following correct numbering) as been set to the 
same dimensions as other figures. 
 

- Your Idea is quite good and appreciated. However, we don’t think it’s necessary to implement 
it in the discussion of this work, as our specific objectives have been meant, and the point we 
intended to drive to readers have been discussed. 
 
 
Thanks once more. Best wishes from us. 
 

 


