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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.


	The paper addresses a critical gap in distinguishing dilutional anemia from other anemias in pregnant women , enhancing diagnostic accuracy and clinical decision-making.However Hemoglobin cut-offs for anemia in pregnancy are well-established, but TPP cut-offs specific to dilutional anemia need further validation and research.
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	Comprehensive. suggesting to add the clinical relevance of the findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically correct. Factors such as nutritional status, iron supplementation,Vitamin deficencies and underlying conditions, including infections or inflammation, which could significantly influence hemoglobin and plasma protein levels which is not addressed in the study.
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	The study used five different methods for estimating hemoglobin levels: the HemoCue rapid diagnostic test, micro-hematocrit/Packed Cell Volume (PCV), Copper Sulphate (CuSO4) gravimetric method, Tallquist’s hemoglobin scale, and Sahli’s method have greater variability and less accuracy compared to automated systems.
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