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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 1. Not explained if any of the patients had baseline low levels of Protein C/S and Inputs have been rectified

other confounding factors like other thrombosis etc are not being excluded.

2. The results section need more details. Age of the patient, gestation age at
pregnancy loss/normal pregnancy, time of measurement of levels with respect to
delivery, other comorbidities like preeclampsia, HELPP etc needs mention.

3. Conclusions are generalised statements, not drawn from current study.

Minor REVISION comments 1. The study is not powered to establish causative association between low protein C
and pregnancy loss. It just shows presence of low levels in these patients. This
should be corrected in abstract and discussion.

Optional/General comments Overall, English language corrections need to be made.
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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)
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