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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 addresses a crucial topic regarding the physiological changes during pregnancy, specifically focusing on hematological parameters in Sudanese women. 

Given the significant health challenges faced by pregnant women in resource-limited settings like rural Sudan, understanding these changes is vital for early detection of complications and effective interventions. 

The study's focus on a specific, under-researched demographic provides valuable context-specific data, which can contribute to more tailored antenatal care guidelines and policies aimed at improving maternal and fetal outcomes in the region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Evaluation of the Effect of Pregnancy on Hematological Parameters among Sudanese Pregnant Women Attending Maternity Hospital in Dongola, Sudan." Please remove 2025 
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive.
Here are a few suggestions:

Methodology: please insert the statistical analysis and the correlation analysis used 

Sample Characteristics: While ages are mentioned in the results, it would be beneficial to state the age range or mean age for both groups in the abstract to give a quick demographic context.
Findings: please elaborate on why these findings are important 

Typing suggestion: the sentence "A total of 100 blood samples were collected from adult Sudanese women" is repeated twice. Please arise one. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically generally correct in its methodology and interpretation of results based on standard physiological understanding of pregnancy.

Suggestion: 

Case-control study design: The methodology section states it's an "analytical case-control study." While it compares a "case group" (pregnant women) with a "control group" (non-pregnant women), this isn't a typical case-control study in the epidemiological sense where you'd select based on an outcome (e.g., having anemia) and then look retrospectively at exposures. It's more accurately a cross-sectional comparative study. This should be clarified to avoid misinterpretation of the study's design and its implications for causality.

Statistical strength of correlation: In Table 3, a correlation coefficient (R value) of 0.250 is labeled as "Strong." In many contexts, an R value of 0.250 is considered a weak to moderate correlation, not strong. This should be re-evaluated and corrected to reflect standard statistical interpretations (e.g., values closer to 0.7-1.0 are typically considered strong).
	

	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 could be improved in terms of recency and direct relevance for some claims.

Several core references (1, 2, 3, 4, 5) are quite old (late 1990s - early 2000s). While foundational texts are important, a greater emphasis on more recent reviews and primary research for physiological changes and clinical implications would be beneficial.
	

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


	The level of English is generally good and professional.

Careful revision by a native speaker is recommended to eliminate errors and improve the flow of the text.

Please pay attention also to typos and numerical errors.

Pay attention to the spelling of words. Many have been written in capital letters but should be written in lowercase.


	

	Optional/General comments


	GENERAL COMMENTS

References 

Must be listed at the end of the manuscript and numbered in the order that they appear in the text. 

Every reference referred in the text must also present in the reference list and vice versa. In the text, citations should be indicated by the reference number in brackets [3].

For example:

pregnancy (5) (Seo et al., 2022; Elsayid et al., 2024).

it must become

pregnancy [5]. 

conditions(Monteiro Júnior et al., 2019; Rahi et al., 2021).

it must become

conditions [X]. 

In the Literature Review session please enter the number corresponding to the references (please complete the list in References) and please standardize the style of the content.
e.g. - Smith et al. (2018) [x] reported that pregnancy leads to an increase in plasma volume, resulting in a dilutional decrease in hemoglobin levels, known as physiological anemia.
Only published or accepted manuscripts should be included in the reference list. Articles submitted for publication, unpublished findings and personal communications should not be included in the reference list but may be mentioned in the text (e.g., T Nelson, Purdue University, USA, Unpublished results or personal communication). Avoid citing a “personal communication” unless it provides essential information not available from a public source, in which case the name of the person and date of communication should be cited in parentheses in the text. For scientific articles, obtain written permission and confirmation of accuracy from the source of a personal communication. An unpublished result which has been accepted for publication in any journal should be cited as "in press". Journal name abbreviations should be those found in the NCBI databases (Link: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nlmcatalog/journals).

Note: All journals will follow this new reference style, effective from 09 Oct, 2012.


All references should follow the following style:

Reference to a journal:

For Published paper:
1. Hilly M, Adams ML, Nelson SC. A study of digit fusion in the mouse embryo. Clin Exp Allergy. 2002;32(4):489-98.

Note: List the first six authors followed by et al.
Note: Use of DOI number for the full-text article is encouraged. (if available).
Note: Authors are also encouraged to add other database's unique identifier (like PUBMED ID).

For Accepted, unpublished papers.
Same as above, but “In press” appears instead of the page numbers.

1. Saha M, Adams ML, Nelson SC. Review of digit fusion in the mouse embryo. J Embryol Exp Morphol. 2009;49(3): (In press).


Note: List the first six authors followed by et al.
Note: Use of DOI number is encouraged (if available).
Note: Authors are also encouraged to add other database's unique identifier (like PUBMED ID).

For Articles not in English
Forneau E, Bovet D. Recherches sur l'action sympathicolytique d'un nouveau dérivé du dioxane. Arch Int Pharmacodyn. 1933;46:178-91. French.

Reference to a book:

Personal author(s)
Rang HP, Dale MM, Ritter JM, Moore PK. Pharmacology. 5th ed. Edinburgh: Churchill Livingstone; 2003.

Editor(s) or compiler(s) as authors
Beers MH, Porter RS, Jones TV, Kaplan JL, Berkwits M, editors. The Merck manual of diagnosis and therapy. 18th ed. Whitehouse Station (NJ): Merck Research Laboratories; 2006.

Authored chapter in edited publication
Glennon RA, Dukat M. Serotonin receptors and drugs affecting serotonergic neurotransmission. In: Williams DA, Lemke TL, editors. Foye's principles of medicinal chemistry. 5th ed. Philadelphia: Lippincott Williams & Wilkins; 2002.

Reference to Web-resource or Electronic articles.

Hugo JT, Mondal SC. Parallels between tissue repair and embryo morphogenesis: a conceptual framework. Global Health. 2006;16:4. Accessed 29 March 2012. Available: http://www.globalizationandhealth.com/content/1/1/14.

Anonymous. Parallels between tissue repair and embryo morphogenesis: a conceptual framework. Global Health. 2006;16:4. Accessed 29 March 2012. Available: http://www.globalizationandhealth.com/content/1/1/14.

Reference to Organization as author

Diabetes Prevention Program Research Group. A study of digit fusion in the mouse embryo. J Embryol Exp Morphol. 2009;49(2):259–276.

e.g.:

2. Bashiri A, Burstein E, Sheiner E, Mazor M. Anemia during pregnancy and treatment with intravenous iron: review of the literature. Eur J Obstet Gynecol Reprod Biol 2003;110(1):2-7.

Abbreviations
Non-standard abbreviations should be listed and full form of each abbreviation should be given in parentheses at first use in the text.

Manuscript structure

Research Papers should follow the structure of Abstract, Introduction, Methodology, Results and Discussion, Conclusion and References 
The text, excluding the abstract, if required, can be divided into numbered sections with brief headings. Starting from introduction with section 1. subsections should be numbered (for example 2.1 (then 2.1.1, 2.1.2, 2.2, etc.), up to three levels.

Results

Please inset after:

· “11 (22%) were aged more than 30 years old.” (Figure1)

· “were in third trimester.” (Figure 2)

Please Correct the figure numbers. Figures 3 and 4 have not been included. 

There is no comment in the text for Figure 5.

Please always include references to figures in the text.

Tables 1 and corresponding text.

Check the statistical significance, as it is <0.001 in the table and <0.05 in the text.

Table 2

Please correct “The mean of age, HB, RBC, WBC, platelet, lymphocyte monocytes & eosinophil’s and, neutrophil in trimester pregnancy women in table (2),”

Nutritional Councelling

Please add some comment in text to “Figure (5): Distribution of the Pregnancy women according to Nutritional Supplement.”
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Irene Scagnol, Italy
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


