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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

- Line 98: references cited here (28 and 29) are very old. Is there no more recent data? 
- Line 126: these data can be presented in discussion; 
- Line 176: the information repeat line 167/168; 
- Line 193: an end point is missing; 
- Table 1: what is the meaning of the social class (1-5)? 
- Figures 1 and 2 repeat the data in table 2; 
 

References 28 and 29 have been updated 
- Line 126: these data can be presented in discussion;:( the prevalence of 
anaemia at booking at Enugu is already  presented in  the discussion; Line 
289). 
 Lines 167-168 have been deleted 
 Social class was gotten from the addition of husband's professional status 
(ranges  from 1-3) and wife's ) educational qualification (ranges from 0  to 2). 
See reference 38 by Olusanya et al 
Original table 2 has been deleted:  
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