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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript
and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Introduction

The title and the objective are not inline

The introduction is not focused to the topic/objective

What is known and what is not known about the issue is not explicitly addressed
The gap of the previous study is not revealed

Justification and significant of the study should be clearly indicated

Methodology

Why not you didn’t use probabilistic sampling technique

Show as the sample size calculation to come up with a total of 200 women were
chosen for this study wherein 89 women were anemic and 111 were non-anemic
study design, population, sampling technique, inclusion and exclusion criteria, data
collection tool and procedures, ethical consideration are not structurally and explicitly
presented

what are your dependent and independent variables

Result

Advanced analysis beyond chi square is needed like regression to assess the
association between variables

Discussion

Discussion will be changed after further analysis is done

Clinical implication and justification of the result need to be addressed

All the necessary corrections were done as indicated

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Thou the area of the study is interesting it is not well organized and not well done. As
aresult, each section of the manuscript needs major revision

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment IAuthor’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should
write his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If ves, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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