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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 Introduction - Recent evidence indicates that two or more, not necessarily
- RPL - Please review the definition, most of the international bodies are at a consecutive, miscarriages constitute recurrent miscarriage. The
consensus that 2 3 miscarriages account for RPL (if you are following a reference is Practice Committee of American Society for
reference which says 2 2 miscarriages, please cite the same in the text) Reproductive Medicine. Definitions of infertility and recurrent
pregnancy loss: A committee opinion; and is cited in the text,

Methods: reference [2].

- Please specify if the testing for lupus anticoagulant and anti cardiolipin

antibody was done once or twice, and if it was done only once, please - Ethical approval is stated in Materials and Methods

specify how was a diagnosis of APLA / APS (anti phospholipid antibody

syndrome) made with just one positive test - Financial disclosure and competing interests were added and
- Please mention the status of Institutional Ethics Committee approval in highlighted

methods section
- Both LAC and aCL antibodies were assessed on two occasions for all

Statement cases according to ISTH guidelines for diagnosis of APS but
- Please mention the source of funding and conflict of interest of all authors. unfortunately was missed to state in Materials and Methods
Minor REVISION comments Abstract: - Full form was mentioned when used for the first time in abstract

- Line 16, 17 — Please mention the full form when an abbreviation is used for the first
time in the text - APS testing was mentioned before PLT indices in abstract

- Line 17 — 18, as these tests were done for confirmation of APLA, they need to be
placed before mentioning platelet indices ie. at the beginning of methods after - Antibodies was corrected and highlighted in introduction
inclusion and exclusion criteria

- Line 19 — Please write the full form - EDTA vacutainer was added and highlighted in Material and Method

- Line 20 — Please mention the abbreviation at the first use
- Full form of GPL and MPL was added and highlighted

Introduction
- Line 43 — abs antibodies - PDW did not attain any statistically significant difference was added
and highlighted
Materials:

- Line 64 —in EDTA container / vacutainer
- Line 93 — Please write the full form of gpl and mpl
- Line 95 - PDW did not attain any statistically significant difference

Optional/General comments Well written paper, can be considered for publication by the editor.

It is mandatory as per the journal’s guidelines to line number the manuscript before
submitting it for review, as the manuscript was not line numbered, the reviewer has line
numbered the manuscript for your perusal.

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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