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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.


	The information presented in the article is highly valuable, as studying the risk factors for congenital anomalies is crucial for improving prenatal care and identifying preventive measures. Understanding these factors can provide significant insights into the etiology of congenital anomalies and aid in developing targeted interventions to reduce their occurrence.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article appropriately reflects the topic and scope of the study. It accurately conveys the main focus, which is the investigation of risk factors associated with congenital anomalies.
	

	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 summary of the article provides a good overview of the study; however, it could be rewritten in a more understandable and academically precise manner to enhance its readability and ensure that the key points are effectively conveyed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, the article is well-constructed. Despite the relatively small sample size, the authors made a commendable effort to clearly identify and list the risk factors associated with congenital anomalies. However, the statistical analysis, particularly the comparative analysis, could be improved to provide more reliable and consistent conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The article includes a sufficient number of references. However, considering that some of the cited articles are over five years old, it would be advisable to replace them with more recent studies to ensure the relevance and currency of the references.
	

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


	The language and overall quality of English in the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, some sentences could be rephrased in a more academic tone to align with the conventions of formal academic writing and improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses a relevant and important topic; however, it is advisable to consider the points mentioned above in order to enhance the clarity, reliability, and overall quality of the research.
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