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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 
 

Please focus the abstract on your study and your results .  

More generally, I suggest to focus the manuscript on the scientific results 
 
Methodology 
Methodology used for the study is acceptable but yet suffers from minor limitations  

Please clarify the statement 

‘Attendance of pregnant women was statistically related to their family type’. 

Discussion 

Authors are requested to narrate their findings 

Conclusions 

Implications for future research may also be included in the conclusion at the end.  

 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Introduction: Please be more specific , the study should evaluate the effect of 

confounders and other conventional biomarkers into the diagnostic and prognostic model to 

improve the risk stratification . I suggest major re-write of the introduction. 
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