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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.


	Recurrent anencephaly is a severe and fatal neural tube abnormality that is better understood thanks to this manuscript.

It advances our understanding of anencephaly, its recurrence, and the significance of early diagnosis by providing a case study and a review of the literature. 

The results highlight the importance of appropriate preconception care, especially folic acid supplementation, which is essential for lowering the risk of neural tube abnormalities. 

The instance also emphasizes the value of risk assessment and genetic counseling for women with a history of neural tube abnormalities, which can help medical practitioners manage and counsel patients.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Recurrent Anencephaly: Case Report and Literature Review," is a suitable title. 

A more focused title, though, would improve clarity. 

Alternative suggestion: "Recurrent Anencephaly in Pregnancy: A Case Report and Review of Risk Factors and Management"


	

	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 case is succinctly summarized in the abstract, which also emphasizes how important early identification and termination are to the management of anencephaly. 

It clarify the objectives of the manuscripts.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to be well-referenced and scientifically sound.


	

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


	

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


	The manuscript is comprehensible, however for scientific communication, the English language quality needs to be improved in few areas. 
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