Editor’s Comment:
  Overall Comments
The topic is important and relevant to maternal health, particularly in under-researched rural Sudanese contexts. The study’s comparative design between pregnant and non-pregnant women is appropriate for identifying pregnancy-associated hematological changes. The manuscript contains a lot of valuable data, but the presentation is hampered by grammatical errors, repetition, inconsistent formatting, and some unclear methodology details. Refining the language, tightening the structure, and ensuring statistical rigor will strengthen the work significantly.
Title & Abstract
1. Title:
· Suggest rewording for clarity and conciseness, e.g., “Effect of Pregnancy on Hematological Parameters among Sudanese Women Attending Maternity Hospital in Dongola, Sudan”.
· Avoid capitalizing common nouns like “Pregnancy Women” unless following journal style.
2. Abstract:
· Too long and reads like a mini-introduction. Consider shortening to around 250 words, keeping only background, objectives, key results, and conclusions.
· Report the number of participants per group directly in the abstract.
· Clarify whether “no statistically significant” differences in Hb and RBCs are despite high anemia prevalence; this is confusing.
· Correct minor grammatical errors (e.g., “Pregnancy is not a disease; it requires…” → “Pregnancy is a normal physiological state but requires…”).
Introduction
1. Structure:
· The introduction repeats information (e.g., CBC definition and importance appears twice). Consolidate to avoid redundancy.
· The section mixes textbook definitions with literature review; separate them for clarity.
· References are inconsistently formatted and sometimes lack proper punctuation.
2. Content:
· Some statements are too general without linking to the Sudanese context until later; consider front-loading the regional gap in knowledge to strengthen the rationale.
· Ensure all citations are up-to-date; some references are over two decades old.
Materials & Methods
1. Study Design:
· Clarify if the sampling was random in practice—describe the recruitment process in detail.
· Define how “non-pregnant” status was confirmed (self-report, medical record, pregnancy test).
· Specify time frame of study (month/year).
2. Laboratory Analysis:
· Provide manufacturer location for the Mindray BC-3000 plus.
· State whether the analyzer was calibrated before use and any quality control procedures.
3. Statistical Analysis:
· Clearly define significance threshold (e.g., p < 0.05).
· Justify use of t-tests for multiple comparisons; mention whether normality was assessed.
· In correlation table, “Week” should be “Weak” when describing correlation strength.
Results
1. Presentation:
· Several figures lack proper captions, axis labels, and units.
· Figures (especially Figures 1–7) could be merged into composite charts for conciseness.
· Percentages should be accompanied by raw numbers in parentheses consistently.
2. Data Interpretation:
· In Table 1, the text says “There a significant statistical in…”—should be “There is a statistically significant difference in…”.
· The high proportion of low Hb in non-pregnant women needs discussion; this finding is surprising and should be explained.
Discussion
1. Strengths:
· Links findings to physiological mechanisms and literature well.
2. Weaknesses:
· The discussion sometimes restates results without deeper interpretation.
· The high anemia prevalence in both groups is not fully addressed—possible causes outside pregnancy should be considered (e.g., endemic nutritional deficiencies, infections).
· No limitations section is included; should discuss small sample size, single-site data, possible seasonal variation, and lack of dietary/biochemical iron data.
Conclusion & Recommendations
1. Conclusion:
· Remove repetition of results; keep concise and focus on implications.
· Clarify that anemia prevalence was high despite lack of significant difference in mean Hb.
2. Recommendations:
· Some points (e.g., nutritional counseling) are broad—could link directly to the study’s findings.
· Consider suggesting integration of malaria and parasitic infection screening alongside CBC, given the rural Sudanese context.
Language & Formatting
· Grammar and syntax need significant revision for clarity.
· Ensure consistent use of units and ranges (e.g., “g/dl” vs “g/dL”; spacing around “±”).
· Reference list needs formatting according to target journal style; some entries are incomplete or inconsistent.
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