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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 study is important in that anaemia as a disease is prevalent in more than 50% of the population. So it becomes necessary to identify anaemia in antenatal mothers attending the opd. Anaemia is prevalent in all parts of the world.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Title is suitable. 
	

	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.

	Abstract is comprehensive. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are a few suggestions for the author. The hospitals mentioned, how were they selected? Was it random? Or is anemia more prevalent there? What social economic status people come there in majority? Kindly mention the hospital names as such everywhere in the manuscript. Refrain from using abbreviations each time. Confuses the readers. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References could be more extensive. 
	

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

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	The table 1 says, people diagnosed with anaemia is around 43%. But in anemia severity, the percentages don’t add upto 43%. It comes to 41.8% only.

Under anaemia signs, the percentage exceeds 100. It comes to 100.7%. 

Under the heading, hemoglobin levels, the total percentage adds upto 99.8% only. How come such disparities in data?
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)
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