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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 Abstract is straightforward, but needs to be rewritten with attention to spelling. 
Sentences, spacing, etc. are missing full stops. 
The conclusion should be a response to the objective of the work, and it is not what 
happens. The authors propose a study of the causes of corangiosis. In conclusion it is said 
that it leads to morbidity and mortality. Authors need to have more clarity on the work 
hypothesis.  
Authors say they have been approved by the ethics committee, but must add the approval 
number to the paper. 
Authors should add more images of the placentas proving corangiosis. 
The discussion needs to be improved. How do demographics relate to corangiosis? The 
data obtained in the work were little explored and little correlated. The discussion is broken 
point-to-point. 
The conclusion must be enriched. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
No. Authors say they have been approved by the ethics committee, but must 
add the approval number to the paper. 
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