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 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 
 

Abstract.  
It is well structured.  The different sections are 
articulated coherently. 
Introduction.  
The introduction describes aspects related to the 
clinical and epidemiological importance of PIH, as 
well as the importance of the information that 
pregnant women should have in order to be able to 
take preventive measures. 
Materials and Methods  
In this section are described appropriately; the ty pe 
of design used, the study groups, the selected 
geographical areas and procedures for the 
collection from information. 
Results.  
The results obtained in this study are presented in  
a concise and clear way. The statistical analysis i s 
rigorous. The formation of gradients related to the  
level of knowledge of PIH, allows a good 
interpretation of the findings. 
Discussion  
The discussion is consistent with the findings of 
the research.  The results obtained are compared 
with those reported in the scientific literature 
Conclusion  
The authors' conclusion corresponds to the 
findings of the study.  
 
 
Ethical issue:  

Necessary corrections on ethical clearance of 
this work has been made. The authors have 
now stated it clearly in the revised copy of the 
article that ethical clearance for this study was 
obtained from hospital ethics committee. 
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Are mentioned briefly and insufficiently in materia l 
and methods. It is not mentioned that it has been 
evaluated by an ethics committee.  

Minor  REVISION comments   

Optional /General  comments   
 


