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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Case reports about newborns are important to the scientific community.
Studies on neonates are important for early diagnosis, combined with aggressive and appropriate management of meconium aspiration syndrome associated with persistent pulmonary hypertension of the newborn. It is expected that studies can indicate how it is possible to act to reduce neonatal morbidity and mortality.

A union of health professionals can help to research and practically apply new multidisciplinary approaches involving obstetricians, neonatologists, radiologists, physiotherapists, occupational therapists and nursing staff in neonatal intensive care units.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The summary covers the objective, the report, and the conclusion.
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	I noticed the lack of citations for the references in the text that were listed in bibliographic references 6 to 12. Furthermore, I suggest removing reference 8, as it is from 1990 and there is more recent data available to support the discussions.
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