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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 

 
 

1. The manuscript created is very important to add to the latest studies in midwifery 
 
 

2. Please be directed to the following title 
“The impact of anemia during pregnancy on mother and baby” 
 

3. Abstract, please briefly explain the aim of the work, techniques and methods used, 
main findings with important data and conclusions. 

4. Please complete each subsection clearly: 
- Material dan methods 
- Results and discussion 
And customized according to the template  
General Guideline for Authors: (https://peerreviewcentral.com/page/general-guideline-
for-authors) 

5. The manuscript as a whole needs improvement so that it meets scientific 
manuscripts in terms of research methods and the results of the manuscript must be 
clear. 

6. The references sufficient 
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The quality of the article is suitable for scientific communication in English. 
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