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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

General remark

Improvn the English level

Respect the classic structure of an article: Abstract- Introduction- Material and methods — Results and
Discussion — Conclusion and References. So we recommend that the authors discuss their
results and provide an a conclusion

Abstract

The methodology, results and conclusion sections are missing

Introduction

We recommend that the authors clearly state the aim of the study here.

2" paragraph, 1% line, write “is” instead of “1s“ in this sentence: There 1s disproportionate increase
of plasma volume ..... and hematocrit value.

4" paragraph, 1% line, delete “fs” from this sentence: The mean minimum normal hemoglobin in
healthy pregnant women fs between 11 and 12 g/dl.

Material and methods

Statistical analysis: Write significant instead of signi ficant in this sentence: The results are signi
ficant, Bonferroni multiple comparison test has been ....

It is write: standard software...; Please name precisely the software used for the comparison
of the variables.

Ethic consideration: This section is not present in this manuscript. As the authors have worked on
humans, a presentation of the study to the women and their consent to participate in the study are
required prior to their enrolment. Therefore ethical approval is required before the implementation of
this type of study. So we recommend the authors to provide the ethical approval number and the
references of the ethical committee that approved the study.

Results

The table 1 is not necessary and can be deleted. For all results, either present them in table form with
small comment or present them in text form only but not both. Please take this into account

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

Yes

The authors are invited to provide ethic information’s in the manuscript.

1.

Ethic consideration: This section is not present in this manuscript. As the authors have worked on
humans, a presentation of the study to the women and their consent to participate in the study are
required prior to their enrolment. Therefore ethical approval is required before the implementation of
this type of study. So we recommend the authors to provide the ethical approval number and the
references of the ethical committee that approved the study.
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