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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript is important because it explores the health risks of calabash chalk, which is commonly eaten by pregnant women in some parts of the world. It shows that calabash chalk can change blood parameters and may cause problems like anemia. The study helps raise awareness about the possible dangers of this practice. It also provides useful information for future research and public health education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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 abstract would benefit from grammatical corrections and clearer summarization of key hematological findings (for example specify which parameters were significantly altered).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific basis is generally valid, but the methodological reporting and statistical handling are incomplete. For example, the dose selection rationale is weak despite LD50 being >2000 mg/kg.

Providing a justification for the dose selection should be considered.

The method used for pregnancy confirmation has to be clarified.
In addition, no mention of randomization method or blinding is provided.
One-way ANOVA is used, but no post-hoc tests or discussion of assumptions are provided.
Figures or graphs in the result section can be helpful to visually represent key findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are partially sufficient, but the manuscript needs to include more recent and scientifically robust sources, especially from 2020 onward, to strengthen its credibility.
	

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


	No, the language and English quality are not suitable for scholarly publication and require major revision.
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