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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study is part of the search for a treatment for anaemia. Blood transfusion is one of the main solutions, and removing the plasma from the blood avoids the risk of infection and other problems for the recipient. Transfusions of red blood cells are an alternative. This study is important because it seeks a more suitable method for preserving red blood cells.
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	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. It briefly outlines the background to the study and the methodology used. It also presents the main findings.
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
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The same result may not be presented in more than one form (figure and table).
Table or figure number of each result should be an appendix to the comment in the manuscript.

If results and discussion are in different sections, simply present the results without discussing them. This is reserved for the discussion section.
Write the listed references correctly according to the journal's guidelines for authors.
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