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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	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.
	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the content of the pape0072
	

	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.


	Concise, in methodology not mentioned in detail like age group , sample size.

Usage of short form in methodology.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction has reviewed various articles and mentioned their research gap but at the end there is no mention of clear aims & objectives. No detailed mention of the need of the study.

As this is the original article, there is no need for a detailed review of literature. Usage of short form without any prior usage of the long form at start. 

No operational definition given for quality of ANC care, Khb rescaling method, 

Has mentioned details about CC, CI , total differential approach with their calculation and interpretation.

Methodology: not mentioned study design, study population.

Results: Tables 1,2,3,4,5 have given the results and interpretations. From the results, it was seen that the objectives of the study have been met.

Discussion: well structured discussion with interpretations of the results found in the study, should have given more importance to discussion rather that long review of literature. 

Conclusion: appropriate.

Need a good Methodology 

Detail Recommendations needed.

Recommendations for journal: a proper methodology with proper mention of objectives in abstract and introduction.
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