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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 study is about the assessment of Protein C and Protein S in Pregnancy loss victims. 
And it was found that protein C concentration for the pregnancy-loss subjects was 
significantly lower than that of the normal pregnancy.  
There is conflicting results in the literature. And some major revisions are needed. 

1) Can the authors make comment about the reason of why protein C deficiency is 
associated with the pregnancy losses? 

2) Why protein S deficiency is not associated with pregnancy losses? 
3) Is there any information about the protein S and C levels in normal pregnant 

women?  
4) The conclusion part must be re-written. Please write only your findings! 
5) Please write the shortcomings of the study before conclusion! 

The corrections has been effected in the work already 

Minor REVISION comments 
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that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 


