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	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 explores an important and timely issue in maternal nutrition by comparing the effects of iron-folic acid (IFA) and multiple micronutrient supplements (MMS) on hematological and biochemical outcomes among pregnant women in Nasarawa State, Nigeria. With maternal anemia remaining a significant public health concern in many low- and middle-income countries, the study provides valuable local insights that can inform the development of antenatal nutrition policies and clinical practices. Although the sample size is relatively small, the findings add a meaningful perspective to the ongoing global conversation about the role of MMS in pregnancy care. Overall, the topic fits well within the journal’s focus on public health and nutrition and offers practical implications for improving maternal health outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and accurately reflects the study’s content and objectives. However, to make it more concise and easier to read, the following revised title may be considered:

“Comparative Effects of Iron-Folic Acid and Multiple Micronutrient Supplementation on Hemoglobin and Related Blood Indices Among Pregnant Women in Nasarawa State, Nigeria.”
	

	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 provides a clear and comprehensive summary of the study, including the objectives, methods, and key findings. It could be slightly improved by clearly stating the study design (for example, quasi-experimental). The closing statement already does a good job of highlighting the public health relevance of the findings, emphasizing both the continued importance of iron-folic acid (IFA) and the potential complementary role of multiple micronutrient supplements (MMS) in antenatal care.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design and analytical methods are appropriate, and the results are consistent with the stated objectives. However, several aspects could be improved. The small sample size limits the generalizability of the findings and should be acknowledged more explicitly. The observed increase in ferritin levels among control participants also requires further explanation, possibly related to inflammation or dietary factors. The discussion would benefit from stronger integration with global evidence, particularly WHO and Cochrane findings on multiple micronutrient supplementation (MMS).

In addition, it is highly recommended to enhance the visual presentation of the results—particularly the Socio-Demographic Characteristics—using clearer and more engaging graphical formats. Some variables in the tables are presented with p-values, while others are not; these should be made consistent. It is also advisable to integrate the socio-demographic data into a single, well-organized table or graphic to improve readability and interpretation.

Despite these points, the conclusions remain reasonable and are supported by the data presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are largely current and relevant, with good coverage of global maternal nutrition literature. To strengthen the context, consider adding:

· Gomes F, et al. Matern Child Nutr. 2023 for recent global MMS outcomes.

· WHO/UNICEF 2023 technical note on UNIMMAP implementation for updated guidance.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable and scholarly, though several sections require minor grammatical and stylistic editing to enhance flow and clarity. Issues include inconsistent tense usage, redundant phrasing, and occasional formatting errors (e.g., “haemoglobin” vs “hemoglobin”). Language polishing by a native English editor is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	All figures and tables should be properly labeled, consistently numbered, and formatted according to the journal’s guidelines. The presentation of results—particularly the Socio-Demographic Characteristics—would benefit from clearer visualizations, such as graphs or charts, to make the data more engaging and easier to interpret. Some variables currently display p-values while others do not; ensuring uniform presentation and statistical consistency across all tables is recommended. Integrating the socio-demographic data into a single, well-organized table would also improve clarity.

While the combined Results and Discussion section provides a smooth narrative flow, it may be more effective to separate them for better focus and readability, unless this format is specifically required by the journal’s publication template. Including a participant flow diagram or a brief summary figure would further strengthen the visual representation of the study process. Finally, the Limitations section should more explicitly address the small sample size and potential selection bias, as these factors may influence the generalizability of the findings.
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