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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This Article tackles anaemia in pregnancy for a vulnerable population, revealing critical socio-cultural elements that are frequently neglected. The results reveal changeable factors (ex: education, eating patterns, use of insecticide nets) which can be used to design interventions in these [cases]. The high rate (59%) shows the necessity of tackling anaemia in Ghana and areas like it, which is inline with the world’s maternal health agenda. The attention given to socio-cultural aspects adds to the existing literature by showing the gaps that need to be addressed through the implementation of anti-anaemia programs arround socio-cultural approaches.
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	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 is comprehensive but could be restructured for clarity.  
  Suggestions:
-Specify the socio-cultural factors (e.g., education, parity) and health factors (e.g., insecticide net use, meal frequency) in the results.  
- Emphasize the dual role of socio-cultural and clinical factors in the conclusion.  

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound with appropriate methods (cross-sectional design, chi-square analysis). However:  
- Clarify how Hb levels were measured (venous vs. capillary blood).  
- Justify the exclusion of first-trimester women, as early anaemia is clinically significant.
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	References Sufficient but include recent studies (e.g., 2020–2023) on socio-cultural factors in Ghanaian contexts.  
	

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


	The manuscript needs careful proofreading for grammatical mistakes (e.g., "sleeping under a long-lasting insecticide net" → "sleeping under long-lasting insecticide-treated nets") as well as sentence structure. Simplifying overly repetitive sections (e.g., the role of malaria in anaemia) will also clarify meaning.
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