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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 

 

-Actually the conclusion of this study and the absence of 

correlation between Apgar and increased CK and CK-MB in NVD 

should be supported by other recent studies. It is will known  

that Caesarean Section is recently related to brain 

neurodevelopment disorders like autism.  

 

-The significant increase of CK-MB in NVD must find 

support with other studies. It seems from the conclusion that 

CS delivery is recommended to avoid brain damage which 

might be occur during NVD.  

  

-The study is very simple; however the scientific merit of the 

manuscript could be increased by a stronger discussion of 

the obtained data.   

 Thank you about these recommendations.  

- We revised our manuscript on the basis 

on your comments: study of Polo-

Kantola was added in discussion 

(Reference No 27) and  

 

- we also emphasized that increased CK-

MB is probably due to muscle strain 

during NVD not brain damage.  

- We tried to correct spelling and 

grammar errors and improved our 

discussion. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

  

Abstract: 

1-CK in the background must be expanded and then 

abbreviated along the manuscript. 

2- A brief definition of Apgar score should be written in 

the introduction for readers who are not familiar to this 

term. 

3- Activity of CK must be expressed in U/L not u/l 

 
4- In the Discussion several factor must be several factors. 

 
5- English language along the manuscript must be polished.   

 

1- It described in background 

 

2- We described it in abstract 

 

 

 

3- It corrected 

 

4- It corrected 

 

 

5- We tried to improve it. 

Optional/General comments 

 

  

 


