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	Introduction: Research problem stated clearly.  
Did not mention the research gaps elaborately. 
Methodology: Study design is appropriate. 
Instead of a hospital-based, a community-based study should have been conducted. 
Instead of convenience sampling, random sampling should have been used. 
The study period is not mentioned, and an operational definition of anemia should have been

given. How exactly did the data collected, how were women selected for data collection? 
Results: In Table 1 age and occupation variables did not match the sample size 183 ,for age
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level of education. Also, the percentage of anemic that is 108 did not match the age group, and
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