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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 
 

1) The formatting of “Introduction” chapter is 
wrong (only capital letters). Please correct it. 
2) Line 85: please provide full name of used HPLC 
column along with its dimensions (an example: 
Sunifre C18, 3.5 µm, 4.6x150 mm) 
3) In a few places unit “mcg” appeared. Is it 
microgram? If so, please use “µg”. 
 

1) Corrected  
 
2) Corrected as suggested (ODS Hypersil 5 
µm, 2.1x50mm) 
3) Corrected  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1) Line 78: The temperature of serum storage is -220 
°C. Is this correct value or misspelling? (I think that -20 
°C is a standard temperature for such a task) 
2) Line 97: In my opinion the dilution ration should 
rather be expressed as 1:50. 
 

1) It is misspelling and corrected accordingly  
 
 
2) Corrected  

Optional/General comments 
 

I evaluate the manuscript as well written, properly 
presenting the obtained results; a few abovementioned 
remarks does not diminish its value. 
If you gathered some more data (like Apgar scores of 
children) you can add it to further improve the quality of 
the work. 

Comment welcoming. Apgar data was not 
obtained and suggestion will be duly 
considered in future studies  

 


