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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. Efficacy of Budesonide, Epinephrine and Salbutamol 1. TYpe of study should be mentioned in the title.

Inhalation for Treatment of Transient Tachypnea of Newborn | 2. How allocation concealment was done?

2. The recruited cases were randomly assigned into four 3. The volume of nebulization is different in different group, so, its a open labeled study,
groups equally which increases the chance of bias.

4. Time to full feed... nothing mentioned about the feeding policy in methodology section and
what is the exact duration difference in hours should also be mentioned..

5. Discussion needs serious revision. Discussion is not just comparing your finding with
others, give proper explanation and theory how these results achieved

Minor REVISION comments
Table: 5:

1. Table 5: put heading in the 1* column.

2. Whatis TTN score change? In 2" half of the table.

3. Table-6: how many times ABG was done, is it after every nebulization? What is before
and after treatment mean here?

4. Table.7: SpO2 levels are of no use if the Pressure and Fio2 is not mentioned

Optional/General comments

Write down a paragraph on whats the strength and weakness in your study in end of
discussion .
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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