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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

1-I would suggest that the document be presented in abstract , introduction,
methodology, interpretation of results, discussion, conclusion ... because by mixing
interpretation and discussion of the results, there is a bit of disorder and confusion.
2-The methodology used does not really allow drawing the same conclusions as the
author because no correlation test has been done.

3-perhaps it would have been better to join the spouses in this study to be able to
justify the results and interpretation of table 5.

Minor REVISION comments

1-some tables have not been interpreted let alone discussed. Remove tables
that are useless.

2-present the results in the order in which the tables are listed.

3-give the reference that justifies the prevalence p used to calculate the
sample size.

Optional/General comments

Use more recent references to discuss the results.this work needs to undergo some
modifications to be able to have a better publication impact. It is a little superficial knowing
the multitude reasons that can lead to miscarriages.
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