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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important public health issue by focusing on the epidemiology and risk stratification of microcytic hypochromic anemia among pregnant women in a low-resource setting. The integration of conventional epidemiological analysis with predictive risk stratification enhances its clinical relevance and applicability in antenatal care. 
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	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the scope and methodology of the study.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive;However, minor improvements could be made by:

· Clarifying the definition of microcytic hypochromic anemia within the abstract.

· Correcting minor typographical errors (e.g., “aneamia” should be “anemia”).

· Slightly streamlining the results section to improve readability.
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	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate.
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	Yes, the references are adequate, relevant, and include several recent and high-quality sources, including systematic reviews and international guidelines.
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	The manuscript is written in generally good academic English.
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No ethical issues were identified.
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