
Response to reviewer and editor[JoVE58990R1]
Editorial comments: 
Changes to be made by the author(s) regarding the manuscript:
1. Please take this opportunity to thoroughly proofread the manuscript to ensure that there are no spelling or grammar issues.

Response:we have invited a native English speaker to revise the manuscript carefully.
2.  Please revise lines 361-363, 543-545, 587-589 to avoid previously published text. 
Response:we have rewritten the related parts. 
3. Please revise the Introduction to include all of the following: a) A clear statement of the overall goal of this method b) The rationale behind the development and/or use of this technique c) The advantages over alternative techniques with applicable references to previous studies d) A description of the context of the technique in the wider body of literature e) Information to help readers to determine whether the method is appropriate for their application 
Response:we have revised this section and hope it is now suitable for the requirements.
4.  Please include an ethics statement before the numbered protocol steps, indicating that the protocol follows the guidelines of your institution’s human research ethics committee. 
Response:we have added this information.
5. Please revise the protocol to contain only action items that direct the reader to do something (e.g., “Do this,” “Ensure that,” etc.). The actions should be described in the imperative tense in complete sentences wherever possible. Avoid usage of phrases such as “could be,” “should be,” and “would be” throughout the Protocol. Any text that cannot be written in the imperative tense may be added as a “Note.” Please include all safety procedures and use of hoods, etc. However, notes should be used sparingly and actions should be described in the imperative tense wherever possible. Please move the discussion about the protocol to the Discussion.
Response: we have incorporated some revisions according to the requirements.
6. Please add more details to your protocol steps. There should be enough detail in each step to supplement the actions seen in the video so that viewers can easily replicate the protocol. Please ensure you answer the “how” question, i.e., how is the step performed? Alternatively, add references to published material specifying how to perform the protocol action. See examples below. 
Response: we have incorporated some revisions according to the requirements.
7.  3.2: Please specify the effective ingredients of the special disinfection wet wipe. 
Response: we have revised this information.
8. 3.4.2, 3.4.4 and 3.5: Please describe how to perform horizontal/parallel/diaphragm scanning.
This has been revised in detail.
9. Lines 155-457: The Protocol should be made up almost entirely of discrete steps without large paragraphs of text between sections. Please simplify the Protocol so that individual steps contain only 2-3 actions per step and a maximum of 4 sentences per step. Use substeps as necessary. Please move the discussion about the protocol to the Discussion.
We have revised this section.
10.  Please add a Representative Results section to describe how do results show the technique, suggestions about how to analyze the outcome, etc. The paragraph text should refer to all of the figures. However for figures showing the experimental set-up, please reference them in the Protocol. Data from both successful and sub-optimal experiments can be included.
Response: we have supplemented this section. 
11.  Please reduce the number of figures to less than 10 by combining some figures of small sizes. 
We have incorporated these changes.
12. Figures 3, 9-15: Please combine all panels of one figure into a single image file. If the different panels are too big to combine, please number them as individual figures.
We have incorporated these changes.
13. Videos: Please number the videos continuously in the sequence in which you refer to them in the manuscript text. Please also consider including some of the videos in the supplemental files. 
We have incorporated some of these changes.
14. Please revise the table of the essential supplies, reagents, and equipment to include the name, company, and catalog number of all relevant materials in separate columns in an xls/xlsx file.
We have incorporated these changes.
Reviewers' comments: 
Please note that the reviewers raised some significant concerns regarding your method and your manuscript. Please thoroughly address each concern by revising the manuscript or addressing the comment in your rebuttal letter. Reviewer #1: Manuscript Summary: This manuscript summarizes the main issues on the lung ultrasound in Neonatology. Major Concerns: I don't think that this manuscript can be published as guideline because the best methodology to do guideline is the GRADE methodology. This manuscript at list can be edited as review but only after major revision. Actually the paper is too poor in contenet to be published as review 
Response: Dear reviewer, thank you for your comment. However, we disagree with this suggestion for the following reasons. First, this is really a guideline because it tells readers how to perform the lung ultrasound and how to use ultrasound to diagnose lung diseases. Second, all the criteria are based on long-term research results from international experts in this field.Third，We have developed this guideline after a thorough evidence-based review of the currently available data and included the opinions and suggestions from a panel of international experts in this field.
Reviewer #2: Manuscript Summary:
 1.Needs revision with step by step approach for Lung ultrasound
We have revised it.
2.Diagrammatic presentation - Vertical / Horizontal / Diaphragm scanning 3. Training component should be written in a proper way. Reviewer
Thank you very much.Please note we have incorporated the related revisions.
Reviewer #3: Guidelines are well written and done following an optimal criteria. based on a consensus of experts. This work can be accepted as it is.
Many thanks for this kindly and positive comment.

