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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Primary significant finding is reduction in time to achieve goal tube feed rate. Perhaps more

expansion of discussion section to define where and how the protocol can be optimized, in order to

achieve significant improvement in the other important parameters, would be appropriate.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is an interesting well-written paper, focused on a topic, where data from literature are lacking.

However, some minor revisions are needed. In details, I'd suggest the authors better explain their EN

feeding protocol as the provision of Figure 1 may not be sufficient for the Readers. They should

provide specific and clear-cut data on their protocol within the text. Additionally, the retrospective

nature of present study does not allow to draw solid conclusions. Authors should better discuss this

point.
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