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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Water and electrolyte balance is a relevant topic in sports practice. Understanding the behavior profiles of electrolyte changes, dehydration status and renal function is important for the scientific community. However, it seems to be little studied in football, since the sport apparently does not influence electrolyte differences in a short period of exercise. Thus, although the results of the present study are as expected, it is necessary that they be documented in the scientific literature, since there are few publications in this area.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is consistent with the research topic of the study.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract presented is comprehensible, however, a piece of information presented in the conclusion regarding "however they are dehydrated after some hours of soccer as seen in their elevated urine specific gravity" does not match the study data, as the duration of the soccer sessions was not reported in the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I believe there is a descriptive methodological error in the study, which makes it impossible to assess more clearly the nature of the scientific criteria used in the study. Since some data that I consider basic for a study conducted on the subject are not evident, I see the need to add data related to the exercise time experienced by the volunteers (if there was a break during the exercise, if it was a soccer match or a training session, in the case of a training session, what the characteristics were), ambient temperature and humidity, and since such data were not reported, in the case of large discrepancies between temperature, humidity and exercise time, a subgroup analysis would be necessary.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is a small list of references, however, that addresses the main points of the study, regarding the main theme. In addition, it is necessary to include a theoretical framework on the measurement techniques used for the study's analyses. After all, methodologies and technical procedures are previously based on previous studies, which present a theoretical rationale or validation of the measurement/instrument.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, it is suitable and understandable!
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study proposal follows very similar parameters to a previous study recently published, which was even cited by the authors. However, despite using a similar methodology for data collection and being presented as an observational study, the nature of the data comparison and scientific rigor dictate the need to cover as much information as possible for an adequate comparison, but these sources of information seem limited in the present study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No.
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