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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 
 

 
The manuscript is written in a logic way and it is easy to follow. Some writing formats that the author needs 
to pay attention to: 

(1) In the introduction section, when NICU is first introduced, it should not be abbreviated, even it is 
introduced in the abstract section.  

(2) Patients and Methods section: the code number? 
(3) “2ml” should be “2 ml” 
(4) Another sample was collected between the next 2nd …sample, which was either increasing … 
(5) Please double check the citation format in the text from the journal’s requirement.  
(6) When the number is the first word of a sentence, it should be spelled out.  
(7) Table 2,3? Table 5? Please describe in sentences.  
(8) Resembling ()&(). Please remove the brackets.  
(9) The reviewer wants to suggest the author that when writing discussion, try to use the references to 

support your opinion and your discovery, instead of just mentioning the references.  
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