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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.

2.

3.

To authors,
The theme is interesting. | have some advice.

The study number was small. Please indicate whether this small number can conclude
something.

Please define “stunted neonates” in this study. Please describe its criteria. If it was
height 48 cm or less, then, state it in Materials.

Conclusion: you wrote, “Therefore, based on this study, it has been shown that, Pyd in
the urine can be utilized as a potential indicator of stunting among neonates.”. This
should be, for example, “ Pyd was significantly higher in the urine from stuted neonates
than non-stunted neonates. Urine Pyd may become a candidate of a marker of stunted
neonates. Further study on a large population is necessary”.

English should be edited extensively.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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