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	This manuscript provides critical insight into the detection and prevalence of viral transfusion-transmissible infections (TTIs) among blood donors in a Nigerian tertiary health facility using both rapid diagnostic and enzymatic methods. By comparing the sensitivity of lateral flow assays and ELISA, the study highlights the limitations of routine rapid screening and underscores the value of confirmatory testing to improve blood safety. These findings are especially relevant for lowresource settings, where reliance on less sensitive diagnostic tools may contribute to undetected TTI transmission. The study contributes valuable data for policy formulation, improved donor screening protocols, and ultimately, the reduction of transfusion-related disease burdens. 
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