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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 provides valuable baseline data from a new tertiary facility,contributing to the epidemiological understanding of anaemia in Nigerian antenatal populations. The finding of normocytic normochromic anaemia as predominant challenges a sole focus on iron deficiency and suggests investigating other aetiologies like chronic disease or haemodilution. Such context-specific evidence is essential for informing local public health strategies and clinical protocols aimed at improving maternal health outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, The title is suitable and accurately reflects the study's content and design.
	

	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 comprehensive.A critical point for addition is the study's primary limitation: the small sample size (n=77). Including a phrase such as "in a modest sample" when stating the prevalence would help readers contextualize the generalizability of the 36.4% finding.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its design and analysis.A major scientific shortcoming is the lack of a formal "Limitations" section. The small sample size significantly limits statistical power, as evidenced by the wide confidence intervals (not provided) and non-significant p-values. This limitation must be explicitly discussed, as it affects the interpretation of the null associations and the precision of the prevalence estimate. Other potential limitations (e.g., single-center design, retrospective data) should also be noted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. References are sufficient,appropriate, and recent.
	

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


	Yes, The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication.It is clear and well-structured.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-written report on a pertinent clinical issue.The core findings are clearly presented. The major revision required is the addition of a Limitations section to formally address the impact of the small sample size and other study constraints. Furthermore, the conclusion could be strengthened by more directly linking the high rate of short inter-pregnancy interval (88% of parous women) to the specific recommendation on birth spacing.
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