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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 
 

The author should consider indicating the size of the sampling frame from where a sample size of 
197 was drawn.  
There need to be an explanation of how those who were tested and found to be anaemic were dealt 
with. This is a hallmark of a health science research.  
You can propose an intervention and follow-up or do it yourself.  
The bottom line here is you can find some of your respondents sick and you ignore them after data 
collection.  
Explain the contrasting finding “no significant relationship between any food consumption and 
haemoglobin levels” by Solo et al., 2017 based on the scope of your research findings. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Last paragraph under introduction has information that should be authenticated. Indicate the source of the 
information. Footnote in Table 1 “Binary logistic regression” should be deleted as it has no reference in this 
Table. 
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