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	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.


	Topic is important to understand the factors affecting anemia in pregnant women as it is common condition among them. also the prevalent condition in which geographic area is common
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes , mentioned the population ,geographic area.
	

	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 appropriate background of the topic in 2-3 line should have mentioned ,other content as aim,methodology ,results & conclusion with keywords mentioned.

In introduction need of the study should have mentioned.

In methodology how sample size calculated should have mentioned sample size formula.

Results shown according to the objectives.

In table number 3 they mentioned Pregnant women who reported using iron supplements had 28 times higher odds of being anaemic compared to those who did not use supplements (OR = 28.27; 95% CI: 2.46–324.67; P = 0.008).Not shown in table 3.

There is no discussion in the manuscript. 
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Met the objectives of the research article.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Potdar Swapnali Sandipan, MUHS Nashik University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

