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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 
 

I believe this manuscript evaluates the efficacy of KMC but this needs to be stated clearly and described well in the methods.  
 
I am not sure about the purpose of this study as we clearly know that KMC helps with preventing hypothermia but not 100% fool 
proof. For those with hypothermia did we exclude other causes like hypoglycemia, sepsis, dehydration? 
 
WHO definition is core temperature of <36.5 which is measured rectally but in this study axillary temp was done? Why 
 
KMC is initiated right after birth and in this study the mean age was 12 days? Please explain.  
 
Where was this study conducted meaning at home or at hospital? How they were monitored – by moms or nurse? How often where 
they checked? What corrective actions were taken? What time of the year this was done? If at home what is the maternal 
education? Did anyone verify their technique? What thermometer was used. 
 
Again I am not sure what this study is supposed to evaluate as the aim statement is unclear and conclusion talks about different 
things which are beyond the scope of this study data.  
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 
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feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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