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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 research shows in a simple way the outcome of a swab taken from a pregnant woman.

» The study has its own qualities and certain shortcomings. However, the outcome of the newborns, whether they had
complications, is missing.

> Introduction:

> remove the first sentence, find a better form of the first sentence. reformulate.

» reference 7. to reformulate and find the incidence in a couple of countries, one reference that talks about the
consequences of infection in a newborn is not enough.

» Methods:

» List the pregnant women who did not enter the study, that is, the criteria for exclusion and inclusion in the study.

» The results:

» In the tables, indicate the mode of delivery, associated pathological conditions (if any, such as diabetes), also
prenatal history (smoking during pregnancy, artificial insemination).

» Complications in childbirth, temperature, bleeding.

» Discussion and conclusion:

» To discuss the use of medicines and the outcome of such a pregnancy. Comment on the short comings of your own
study.

Minor REVISION comments
» Adapt the conclusion to the results, i.e. do not mention newborns, if they are not included in the results.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

(If ves, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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