Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Research and Reports in Hematology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJR2H_136151

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A Review on Effect Occurred on Whole Blood Stored More Than 72 Hours

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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 article provides a good summary of the side effects associated with prolonged storage of whole blood. It is well structured, written in clear English, and supported by relevant references.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	YES it s comprehensive .
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient. Please add the links to make it easier for readers to access them.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	YES
	

	Optional/General comments


	I find this work to be generally interesting and relevant. It provides a good summary of the side effects of storing whole blood for longer than 72 hours. The article is well written, in clear and understandable English, which makes it easy to read. However, I have a few constructive comments to make.

Firstly, the title could be reworked to make it more catchy and engaging, in order to attract more readers' attention.

Next, regarding the references, it would be helpful to add direct links to the sources cited to make them easier to consult. In addition, the work is based mainly on recent articles. However, the inclusion of older references could strengthen the historical depth and scientific credibility of the article.

In addition, the article would gain clarity and impact if it included comparative tables, graphs, or figures, particularly to illustrate the evolution of storage lesions or compare different storage times. This would add a valuable visual dimensionand enhance the educational value of the work.

Finally, I suggest adding value by going beyond a  summary. For example, it would be very relevant to discuss solutions or alternatives to the problem of prolonged storage, particularly in countries with limited resources, where this practice can be difficult to avoid. It would be interesting to propose practical solutions (additives, improved storage methods, logistical strategies) and to open up the discussion in the conclusion by mentioning future prospects or needs in this area.

Question :  why  you choose 72 hours?

Advice : Choose a methodology that will give great value to your scientific work

(retrospective study, prospective study, case report). Rewrite in proper English.
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