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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 results and abstract report findings on 

176 pregnant women yet the findings add 
up to a total of 172.Mean ±SD total CK in 
NVD (n=95), ELCS (n=12) and EMCS 
(n=65) were 240. 9 ± 103. 361 u/l ,233.75 
± 113.817u/l and 209.62 ± 100.279 u/l 
respectively. This adds up to 172 not 176.  

2) There are many punctuation errors 
throughout the manuscript that need 
correction 

3) There are also misspellings like 

“neuromuscular” that need correction.  

4) Comment in the middle of discussion 

needs clarification of the use of “SC”. 

What does it refer to. 
 

“CK levels of neonates during Normal Vaginal 

Delivery were higher than SC, in which the 

increase was due to the increase of CK-MM is 

enzyme .[18]” 

Thank you about your valuable comments. 

1) There was a mistake in EMCS numbers. 
It was 69 and it was corrected 
    
 
 
2) We tried to correct it. 
 
 
 
3) It corrected 
 
 
4) It was clarified and reference No 
changed to [ 17] 

Minor REVISION comments 
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